8 ©Y 8 * * 
4 2a * N 2 ** i 2 a. 

* - eng” 1 

"the 
I. 

1 9 ; ; - = 

* e 
& T4 * o 

- 


: . * 
7 > g AN 
1 { Y 4 
S# 4 , | | 
; N 0 I 1 | 
* / \ * 
4 © 4 ” + 


To the DisSENTING GENTLEMAN's 


THIRD LETTER 


» To "THE 


REvEREND Mr. WH ITE, 


WITH $0ME 


OCCASIONAL REMARKS 


VON | 
What he had adyanced 200 the Cuvncn' 
of ENGEAND in hi eſpecially where 
he has attempted to prove the Ghurch of Feſus 


Chriſt, and the Church,of England, to be Conſti- 
ſutions of @ quite different Natures 


1 . 


SHEWING, ., * 

The whole of what, he has objefted to be funded 4 
either on Miſrepreſentation or Miſtake, and ſup- 
2 by falſe and incoaclulive Reaſoning. 


_— 


% 


—— 


do 1 


By  OUN LANDON, 
A 8 and Belt in Kent. he, 


8 


— A 


How long will ye dex my Soul and break me in Pieces 
with: Words Theſe ten Times have ye reproached me: 


Tu are not aſhamed that you make yourſelves ft range 
to me. JOB. Xix. 2, 3. 


| — 


136 


LONDON: 


Printed for J. Roßgixsox, at the Golden Lion, 
in Ludgate- Street. 1758. 


[Price Two Shillings.] 


= 
, 
3 
1. 
tb 
q 
— 
- 
ws wu wy 
* 
* 


* 4 * 
*. 4 * : % N 2 vat * * 4 
- * * = s g » 
9 1 7 0 
s - 
. * ö 
* 
9 ”- * 
- * 4 — i w F 
* 
ws 
4K «+ -- — — — — —— 2 
1 
way 


. 9 


_ . 
- 9 q 
y A 4 'T? 11 
* „ 4 33 . - y 
. — . 
— — * * * _ — — — — 
* 
4 . 1 ” 1 % 
4 a. *. iH vp : * * ? 980 
fm _ \ l n 
* * 
” „„ * 1 5 pe 
”— 1 : +3 WS * vb b 
” 8 * 
, . - y * 
a 3 1 " 
a. o * * — 42 —— — - 
. 
* * % 
* þ 4 . 
« . — 
2 A - — 
- wd #4 * 4 . 
7 * 
0 on 
= 
* i us 
N * 
„„ = 9 
0 BBS a 4 — 3 
1 » 
. 
* 1 
* 1 = . 


** 23 — 
* * N 
* z 
> w ; 
, ? 
. 3 * 
8 1 
> 
. 
9 1 
* 
, 
2%. 9 
- 
+ 
# * 
” 
* 
> * 


#\ "# + 
» © 4 o 1 
. 
* 
o 
— - * 
4 
. — 
4 * 7 
a4 


ef 


is 


1 — a. 


— — — 
— 


rg T* FR... 4 


CON TEN TS. 


SECTION I Of Church Power, Page 
and in whom lodged. 


4 II. Of our Conſtitution in Church and 


n 30 
III. Of the Sacramental Teſt. ä 63 
IV. Of Sponſors in Baptiſm. 71 


V. Of Confirmation. 
VI. The Terms of miniſterial Conformity 
neither hard nor terrible. Lay diſſent 


.and the Riſe of the Separation. not 
juſtifiable. + 84 


Vn. No egregious Abſurdity, in rejecting 
5 Preſbyterian and _— N 


+  .. Ordinations. 96 
VIII. That the people have not; "i 
Scripture, a Right to chuſe their own 


_ Paſtors. 123 
IX. Of the Church's Authority in Contro- 
verſies of Faith. 143 


X. Of the Poſture in which our Lord and 
his Apoſtles eat the Sacramental 
Supper, I52 
The CONCLUSION. I57 


* 
4 * p * 
% | - ah 
. 82 * » 
oy 
* 
wm * * 
— — F * W 
* ' : — 4 k 
4 * 1 * . , * * v 3 * . 
+ OS oth. * — Ou dd - 
F o 
* * % 8 ja 4 
- "a * 7 5 \ 4 4 ' * 
* ; ww £ , — - 4 - + . _# 
_— 
— * - 
* ks. 3 . E 9 
1 1 ö 
PR 
? 6 
* o * ” 
4 2 * 1 by 9 0 — — 
— » , 
: * 
* 
* 
* - 
_-_ . * 
* * * ++ 
" * * » o * : : 
. 
* = 
- * 
* «4 # - * 
- 
1 * . 
4 
oy * 
* 1 : 0 f ö 
1 - * . 
* o 
. , - * * 
wh > 4 N + o 
* * 
* - 
& FO * * 
* - 


% .- £ 
141 7 1 —— — 4 w_ p 1 * 
= : x 
— * ” . * 1 ** # ? * 4 
* o ” # e3 . — A # 4 „„ 
A * 
ec - K 17 jw? 7 
% . + %.# 6 4 
% 
* * p . 
— "4 * 


O F 


CHURCH POWER, Oe. 
| S 177 


'SIR, 


N your. firſt Anſwer to Mr. 

Wl //Þite's three Letters, you tell 
him, That the Controverſy betwixs 
the Church of England and the 
Diſſenters, as you apprehend, may 
eaſily be brought to a plain and ſhort 
Iſjue. That it turns upon the fingle 
Point of the XXth Article of our Church (viz.) That 
the Church hath Power to decree Rites and Cere- 
monies, and Authority in Matters of Faith. (a) 
In the Article it is Controverſies of Faith: but 
more of that hereafter. Upon what you had 
here advanced, Mr. bite very juſtly obſerved, 
That the putting the Particulars in diſpute be- 
' tween us, upon this one general Iſſue, that of the 
Authority of the Church, would not Anſwer the 
End propoſed by it; becauſe that was a Point 
lying open to ſo much 3 and inguiſene. 

| that 


(a) Diſſent, Gent. 1 Lett. p. 41. 


[2] 

that it might be controverted by a perverſe Ad- 
verſary without End. (a) But not ſatisfied with 
this Reaſon, nor with what he had however 
writ, in Defence of the Authority of the Church, 
upon this Occaſion, (5) you urge it again in 
the Beginning of your third Letter, That the 
Iſſue of the Debate betwixt the Church and the 
Diſſenters, depends abſclutely and intirely upon this 
. fingle Point. © Is there any Lawgiver or King 
& in the Church of God beſides Jeſus Chriſt, 
&« or, is there not? Is there Power or Autho- 
<« rity veſted in any Man or Body of Men on 
« Earth, to make and injoin new Rites of 
« Chriſtian Worſhip, and new Terms of Chriſ- 
«< tian Fellowſhip, beſides what Chrift, the 
% only Lawgiver, hath himſelf made or in- 
joined; or is there not? (c)“ If by aſking 
theſe Queſtions, you mean, whether any Perſon 
or Perſons have Authority to make new poſitive 
Inſtitutions of equal Validity with thoſe injoined 
by Jefus Chriſt ? I readily anſwer, there are not 
any. Bur if by it you underſtand, whether he 
has left any with Authority to regulate the ex- 
ternal Worſhip of his Church, and to make 
ſuch Rules and Ordinances, that all Things in 
it may be done to edifying, and decently and in 
Order? Then I ſay he has. For it is not to 
be ſuppoſed, that our Saviour would have left 
his Church, with Regard to the Externals of it, 
In a State of Anarchy ; but would either him- 
ſelf have given ſuch Rules as ſhould preciſely 
have ſerved to regulate, upon all Occaſions, that 
external Worſhip of its Members, which it is 
their Duty to pay him; or, have left a diſcre- 
h tionary 


CE Def. p. 8. . _ (5) 1 Def. from p. 8. to 25. 
(c) Diſſent, Gent. 3 Lett. P. 3. 5 
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\ a 
tionary Power in it to make ſuch as might, 
from time to time, beſt ſuit with the Circum- 
ſtances, Conſtitution or Genius of any People: 
You tell us indeed, that Chriſt and his Apoſtles, 
the great Founders of the Chriſtian Church, origi- 
nally drew up, publiſhed and eſtabliſhed an excellent 
common Rule of Diſcipline and Worſhip, by which 7 
all Churches hold themſelves obliged to walk ; and 9 
which they left as a common Rule, the only com- 
mon Rule, and a perfeti. common Rule, for the Uſe 
of all future Ages; (viz) the Holy Scriptures. (a) 
Again, you call the Power of making Rites 
and Ceremonies, ** A moſt dangerous and im- 
« portant Power; not fit to be truſted, and 
% therefore, we may be aſſured, never was 
& truſted with any fallible uninſpired Men. Jeſus 
« Chriſt ſurely, the ſupreme Biſhop and only 
« Head of his Church, well knew what Inſti- 
ce tutions were moſt for its Edification ; and 
« what Ceremonies and Rites would beſt pro- 
*« mote the Order and Decency of its Worſhip z 
« and either by himſelf, or by his inſpired 
% Apoſtles, has left a perfect Plan of both.“ (5) 
Much to the ſame Purpoſe argued Mr. Cart- 
wright, one of your Predeceſſors in the Time 
of Queen Elizabeth; and was very judiciou 
and largely anſwered by Mr. Hooker. (c) Mr. 
Hooker, Sir, was a Man whoſe Judgment is ſo - 
reſpected in the World, that if, inſtead of re- 
viving this Objection, you had applied yourſelf 
to obviate the Force of his Reaſoning againſt 
it, your Readers might very well have excuſed 
you; and you muſt have appeared to. moſt of 
them a more candid 8 ingenuous Opponent. 
2 But 


(a) Diſſent. Gent. 2 Lett, p. 18. (5) Diſſent. 
Gent, 3 Lett. p. 10. (e) Eccleſ, Polity; Lib. 3. 
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But to go on dreſſing up old Objections, as you 
have done almoſt throughout your three Let- 
ters, without taking the leaſt Notice of the 
Anſwers that have been made to them, is cer- 
tainly never the Way to come to an End of 
our Diſpute. But to ſhew you, that you your- 
ſelves do not make the Holy Scripture your 
Rule, I ſhall point out to you many Particulars 
even in your own public Worſhip, which could 
never have been taken from thence. As for 
Inſtance, where is it ordered in the Holy Scrip- 
tures that public Edifices ſhould be built for 
the People to aſſemble in for the Service of 
God ? Where is it appointed that thoſe of re- 
ſpective Diſtricts ſhould meet together for this 
Purpoſe ? Where is it injoined that theſe Aſ- 
ſemblies ſhould be held, at leaſt every Lord's 
Day, about ten o' Clock in the Morning, and 
about three in the Afternoon? Where is it di- 
rected that Pulpits ſhould be raiſed in the Places 
of public Worſhip, and that the officiating 
Miniſter ſhould aſcend them, and from thence 
preach, and expound the Scripture, as the Man- 
ner is; with ſeveral other Particulars in which 
your Churches, as well as others, are generally 
agreed ? Again, in what Part or Parts of the 
New Teſtament do you find it ordered, that 
the Service of God in his Church, ſhould be 
preciſely performed in every Circumſtance juſt 
as it is with you, any more than it is with us? 
I have laid theſe Things before you, to let you 
ſee, that the Holy Scripture is really not your 
Directory, with Regard to the Manner in which 
your public Worſhip is performed. 

That the holy Scriptures have either expreſsly 
declared, or elſe that whatever Things generally 


neceſſary 


LI. 


Ke neceſſary to be done, are fairly to be deduced 


from thence, is undeniably true. But then the 
Form and Manner in which they are to be 
performed are left undetermined thereby. 
Now the Form and Manner in which Things 
(generally neceſſary to be done) are performed, are 
the Rites and Ceremonies; the decreeing of 
which our twentieth Article aſſerts to belong to 
the Church. And I hope from what has been 
already ſaid, it appears, that you muſt have ex- 
erciſed this Power in your own Churches, 
though you ſo ſtrenuouſly diſpute the Right of 
the Church of England to it. But that the holy 
Scripture, in appointing even Things generally 
neceſſary to be done, has delivered itſelf only in 
general Terms is evident, from the two poſitive 
Inſtitutions our bleſſed Saviour has been pleaſed 
to appoint, (viz.) Baptiſm, and his laſt Supper. 
For, in the Sacrament of Baptiſm, he has only 

ordered, that thoſe who would become his Diſ- 

ciples ſhould be baptized, in the Name of the 

Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 

Ghoſt ; without giving any expreſs Directions 
whether it ſhould be by Immerſion or Sprink- 
ling. In the Adminiſtration therefore of this 
Sacrament, Churches have been divided, each 
following its reſpective Judgment herein. Some 
making Uſe of the former; but others, and 
that the far greater Part, of Sprinkling, as 
appearing more commodious both for Miniſters 
and People; among whom, the Generality of 
diſſenting Chuches may, I believe, be reckon- 
ed. Again, when he inſtituted the Sacrament 
of his laſt Supper, he only took Bread, and, 
when he had given Thanks, brake it, and 
gave it to his Diſciples; and in like Manner 
5 B 3 the 


6 
the Cup; ordering them to do it in Remem- 
brance of him; but then the Poſture, Time 


and Place, and ſome other Particulars relating 


to the Manner in which it is to be celebrated, 
are left quite undetermined by him; wherefore 
Churches have all along uſed their own Diſcre- 
tion in appointing them. But if the Manner in 
which it was done by our Saviour and his Difci- 
ples, is to be looked upon as our Directory in 
every Circumſtance, then ought it to be cele- 
brated in a recumbent Poſture ; which, as far 

as appears, was that then made Uſe of both by 
our Saviour and his Apoſtles ; and that too in 
an upper Room; and after a full Meal; the 
Bread ſhould be unleavened, and ſome Water 
mixed with Wine ; for, if I am not miſtaken, 
all theſe Circumſtances were obſerved by our 
blefſed Saviour upon this Occaſion. But are 
they ftill retained by you in the Adminiſtration 
of this Sacrament ? I never heard that they are; 
but, on the contrary, that in this you have devi- 
ated in many Particulars from the Manner in 
which our-Saviour did it, and in both it and 
. Baptiſm, you have taken up with the Uſe 
of others, which were never enjoined by him, 
as well as we. But you would have us believe, 
that the Rules and Orders for your public Wor- 
ſhip are not ſo ſtrictly inſiſted on as thoſe of the 
Church of England are. For, in Anſwer to Mr. 
White, when he put your long ſweeping Cloak, in 
Contraſt with our Surplice, you ſay, bat had 
your Cloak been the Occafion of a thouſandth Part 
of the Diſtraftions and Confuſions in the Church, 
.as our Surplice has been, and ſwept ſo many wor- 
thy Perſons from their Livings and Miniſtry in it, 
you ſhould have had the Grace, you bope, ſoon to treat 
| it 
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it as a Beſom of Deſtruction, and have doomed it 
to the Flames (a). And fo, I make no doubt, 
would the Church of England have done long 
ago by the Surplice, had that been the only 
Exception, which thoſe that left it had to its 
Service. Again, you tell us, you believe, that 
there is not among your Miniſters, one in five Hun- 
dred, who would refuſe to give the Sacrament either 
landing or kneeling, to any one, who thought ei- 
ther of theſe the fitteſt Poſture of receiving (b). 
Whether you are ſtrictly juſt in your Calcula- 
tion here, or not, I do not know; yet I can- 
not help thinking, that, were you yourſelf one of 
your Miniſters, you might without the Breach 
of Charity be looked upon as an Exception to 
it. For how can it be imagined that you, with 
a ſafe Conſcience, could adminiſter this Sacra- 
ment to any one kneeling, who are pleaſed 
to call it, and that, as it ſeems, in no very fa- 
vourable Senſe, an adoring Poſture (c). But 

the Queſtion, Sir, is not whether you are as 
ſtrict in requiring Obedience to your Rules and 
Orders, as we are to ours ; But whether you 
have not your Rules and Orders, and that too 
of your own deviſing, for the Adminiſtration 
of your public Service, as well as we? For if 
you have, you have indiſputably exerciſed that 
very Power claimed for the Church in our 
XX. Article. However, admitting that in ſome 
few Particulars you may not be ſo ſtrict as the 
Church of England ; but that it ſome among 
you ſhould deſire to receive the Sacrament, even 
in a recumbent Poſture, many of your Miniſters 


B4 + 5 would 
(a) Diſſent. Gene, 2 Letter, p. 24. (5) Diſſent. 
Gent. 1 Letter, p. 21. (c) Diſſent. Gent, 3 Letter, p. 90. 


483] 
would indulge them it. Yet I cannot think 
they would be ſo complying upon every Occa- 
ſion. For, what if a few in moſt of your Con- 
gregations ſhould require alſo that the Bread 
ſhould be unleavened; that ſome Water ſhould 
be mixed with the Wine; that it ſhould not be 
adminiſtered in the Morning, in the Meetings, 
after Divine Service; but that ſome upper 
Room ſhould be provided; and there to be ce- 
lebrated after a Supper ? I fancy, though they 
could ſrom Scripture, your pretended Directory, 
plead our Saviour's Example for all this, it 
would be told them, that there was no ſuch 
Cuſtom in your Churches; and for ought that 
appears, they muſt, either receive it in your 
Way, or go without it. For it is not to be 
imagined, that you would ſo lightly unſettle the 
Frame of your public Service, to humour the 
Caprice of a few, when the major Part of your 
People were very well ſatisfied with it as it was, 
and would probably be greatly ſcandalized at 
any ſuch Innovations. But then, might not 
thoſe Perſons put the ſame Queſtions to you, as 
vou have done to us? Is their any ober Law- 
« giver, or King in the Church of God, beſides 
* Jeſus Chriſt; or, is there not? Is there Power 
* and Authority veſted in any Man, or Body 
Jof Men on Earth, to make and to enjoin 
% net Rites of Chriſtian Worſbip, and new 
* Terms of Chriſtian Fellowſhip, beſides what 
% Chriſt, the only Lawgiver, hath Himſelf made 
* and enjoined; or is there not?“ For if your 
Churches exerciſe the ſame Power, in Reſpect 
of the foregoing Particulars, that the Church 
of England does; ought not they likewiſe to 
give their Reaſons for ſo doing, and to ſhew 


by 


191 
by what Authority thoſe Things have been 
done by them, and who it was that gave them 
that Authority? You might then, you ſee, 
have aſked: at Home for an Anſwer to theſe 
your Queſtions, as well as of us, and alſo to 
the two following, which you ſeem to think ſo 
very embarraſſing, (viz.) 1. Where to place 
this Power? - 2. How to limit and confine it ? 
As to limiting and confining this Power, I ob- 
ſerve, that the two general DireCtions St. Paul 
gave the Corinthians, for correcting ſome Ir- 
regularities in their public Worſhip, will be 
abundantly ſufficient. Let all Things be done to 
edifying. Let all Things be done decently and in 
Order (a). But ſtill it may be aſked who are to 
be Judges, whether Things are to be done to 

edifying, and decently, and in Order, or not? 
Why, who are more proper to be veſted with 
this Power, than thoſe, whom St. Paul defires 
might be eſteemed as the Miniſters of Chriſt, and 
Stewards of the Myſteries of God (b)? In Anſwer 
then to your Queſtion, where to place this 
Power? I fay that ĩt is in the Biſhops and Paſtors 
to appoint the Form'and Manner, in which the 
Service of God in his Church is to be performed; 
that is, as it is in our twentieth Article, to de- 
cree the Rites and Ceremonies thereof. But 
then, whatever they do, in theſe Matters, muſt 

be done with the Conſent and Concurrence of 
the ruling Powers; by whom I mean thoſe 
Powers, wherein the legiſlative and executive 
Authority of any People is lodged ; by whoſe 
Sanction only, an uniform Obedience can be re- 
quired to what they ſhall at any Time appoint 
or decree. And therefore, when ſpeaking of 


the 
(a) 1 Cor. xiv. A 40. (3) 1 Cor. iv. 1. 
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the XXXIX Articles, if by ſaying that, Whe- 
© ther they were paſſed in Convocation, or 
% not, with Regard to their Authority, is of no 
« Moment at all. Their (that is, the Biſhops 
e and Clergy's) unanimous 4ſſent, adding not 
the leaſt Grain to their Obligation on the 
& Subject ;” you mean, that they have no Power 
to oblige the People ta ſubmit to their Deter- 
minations, without the Authority of a civil 
Magiſtrate ; you ſay what is very right; but at 
the ſame Time what was quite unneceflary : be- 
cauſe this is a Power, which the Clergy of the 
Church of England have never once pretended 
to claim, fince the Reformation. Alſo, you 
quote the XXXIVth Article, as exprelsly 
declaring that our Church Ceremonies were or- 
dained by the Authority of the Civil Magiſtrate; 
though the Article itſelf ſpeaks of Traditions 
and Ceremonies ordained and approved by com- 
mon Authority. But let the Article mean juſt 
as you have made it; and let our XXXth Canon 
acknowledge our Ceremonies to have been pre- 
ſcribed by public Authority; if by all this you 
would let us know.that our Liturgy, with its 
Rites and Ceremonies, was ordained, that is, 
legally eſtabliſhed by the Authority of the Civil 
Powers, it is what no one has ever denied. For 
notwithſtanding it had been aſſented to by the 
Biſhops and Clergy in Convocation, yet were 
not the People obliged to receive it, till it had 
alſo obtained the. Sanction of the Legiſlature. 
But if your Deſign was to perſuade us that the 
Liturgy was eſtabliſhed by the Parliament alone, 
without the Conſent of the Convocation, it is 
more than can be inferred from that Article and 
Canon; and more, than what your other Rea- 


ſons 
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ſons do amount to the Proof of. The Reaſons 
you have aſſigned, why. the Liturgy muſt haye 
been eſtabliſhed by the Civil Magiſtrate alone, 
without the Convocation, are; becauſe that in 
the Reign of King Edward VI. the Majority of 
the Biſhops and inferior Clergy were on the 
Side of Popery. And that, when Eli- 
zabeth came to the Crown, they were {till more 
generally, and more firmly attached unto it, 
to ſuch a Degree, that it was not to be ex 

that a Convocation compoſed 'of fuch would 
ever have aſſented to the reformed Liturgy, had 
it been laid before them. This I think is the 
Force of your Arguing. But the Authorities 
upon which it depends, I ſhall now proceed to 
examine; and prove. 


I. That the Majority of the Biſhops and in- 
ferior Clergy were not ſo much on the Side of 
-Popery in the Reign of King Edward VI. as 
to lay the Civil Magiſtrate under any Sort of 
Neceſlity to proceed in the Reformation without 
them. And, 


II. Admitting the Biſhops and inferior Clergy, 
when Queen Elizabetb came to the Crown, to 
have been ever ſo firmly attached to Popery ; 
that the Liturgy eſtabliſhed, by her and her 
Parliament, could not be called, properly ſpeak- 
ing, a Liturgy eſtabliſhed by the Civil Magiſ- 
trate alone. But, , 


I. That the Majority of the Biſhops and in- 
ferior Clergy were not ſo much on the Side of 
Popery in the Reign of King Edward VI. as to 
lay the Civil Magiſtrate under any Sort of 

Neceſlity 
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Neceſſity to proceed in the Reformation without 
n Daf 


Notwithſtanding King Henry VIII. did abo- 
liſh the tyrannical Power of the Pope, and re- 
duce that of his own Clergy within its proper 
Bounds; yet he did not deprive them of that 
Privilege which of Right belonged to them. 
For in all the Alterations he made afterwards 
in the Church, and in the ſeveral Steps he took 
towards the Reformation, ſo far as it went in 
his Time, he ſeems to have done nothing with- 
out the Concurrence of the Convocation (a). 
In this Reign Things were carried with a very 
high Hand over the Clergy ;-and yet if the ſe- 
veral Changes, which were even then made in 
the State of the Church, were not effected with- 
out them in Convocation, we may very well 
infer, that their Determinations in ſuch Caſes 
were looked upon as neceſſary. And therefore 
it ought not to be immediately concluded, that 
What was done in the Reformation in the ſuc- 
ceeding Reign, under a more mild and gentle 
Prince, was done without them, though the 
Records of what they did in it were not at pre- 
ſent to be found The Acts of the Convocation 
in the Reign of King Edward VI. it muſt be 
confeſt, were either very imperfectly taken, or 
bave been in great Meaſure loſt, or deſtroyed, 
probably by thoſe who had no Mind they ſhould 
be known to Poſterity. But however, what 
Remains we have of them, are ſufficient to ſa- 
tisfy us (contrary to what Mr. Neal your in— 
formant ſays) that the Majority of the Biſhops 
* 28 *. | and 


bo (a) Archb. Wake's State of the Church, pages 489 


499, 491, 589. 599, 591. 


CHE. X 
and inferior Clergy were not ſo much on the 
Side of Popery as to put the Civil Powers under 
any Neceſſity of proceeding in the Reformation 
by their own Authority alone, without the 
Conſent and Concurrence of the Convocation ; 
which ſat as often as the Parliament did through- 
out that whole Reign. For the firſt Parliament 
of King Edward VI. met the fourth Day of 
November in the firſt, and was continued by 
' ſeveral Prorogations till the fifteenth of April, 
in the ſixth Year of his Reign. The Convoca- 
tion began the fifth of the ſame November, and 
was not diſſolved till the ſixteenth of the ſame 
April, a Day after the Parliament, (a) ſo that 

it far the whole Time that Parliament did. 

In the firſt Seſſion of this Parliament, Cap. 1. 
The Act for receiving the Communion in both 
Kinds was paſſed. In the Second, Cap. 1. the 
firſt Act of Uniformity, and Cap. 21. of the 
ſame, the Act to make it lawful for Prieſts to 
marry. And in the fourth Seſſion, Cap. 1. the 
ſecond Act of Uniformity. And that the Con- 
vocation was not quite unconcerned in theſe 
Bills, and that the Biſhops and inferior Clergy 
were not ſo much inclined to Popery as you have 
repreſented them, we find, ſeeing that during the 
firſt Seſſion of this Parliament, the receiving 
the Lord's Supper in both Kinds was conſented 

to by the Clergy in Convocation, before it was 
made a Statute of the Realm. (5) And it was 
alſo reſolved in that Convocation, that it was 
unlawful to prohibit Prieſts from marrying, be- 
fore the Bill was brought into Parliament to 
make it lawful for them lo to 90 (c) And 


not- 


(a) State of the Church, pages 592, 598. (5) Ibic. 
P. 592, 593- (e) Ibid. p. 533, 594. 
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notwithſtanding it does not appear, that cither 
of the Liturgies then eſtabliſhed was conſented 
to by it; yet, ſince it was then fitting when the 
Acts of Uniformity for the eſtabliſhing both 
were paſſed ; and, ſince it was cuſtomary for 
ſuch Things to be laid before it for its Conſent 
and Approbation; nay, ſince from the very 
Beginning of that Convocation, the lower Houſe 
Bad petitioned the Upper, that for a better Expe- 
dition of divine Service, they might have Liberty 
to peruſe ſuch Books, as by the Command of Henry 
the Eighth, bad been drawn up by certain Prelates 
and other learned Men, for the Alteration of the 
Service in the Church, and for the convenient and 
uniform Order therein, to be ſet forth according- 
ly (a), it plainly ſhews, that the Repreſentatives of 
the inferior Clergy, at leaſt, were then deſirous, 
that @ convenient and uniform Order for the Ser- 
vice in the Church might be ſet forth; and 
conſequently, all theſe Circumſtances put toge- 
ther and duely weighed, do certainly afford a 
very ſtrong Preſumption, that the reformed 
Liturgies and Service Books then were regu- 
larly laid before the Convocation for its Conſent 
and Approbation, though the Records of its 
being done may be loſt or deſtroyed, and that 
they were not eſtabliſhed by the Parliament alone 
without it. Let us now proceed to conſider, what 
was done in the Reformation by Queen Eliza- 
beth and her Parliament; in doing of which, 

II. I ſhall make it appear, admitting the 
Biſhops and Clergy to have been ſo firmly at- 
+ tached to Popery as you have repreſented them, 

that the Liturgy eſtabliſhed by them could not, 
however, properly ſpeaking, be called a Li- 


| turgy 
| (a) State of the Church, p. 592. 


. 


1 
turgy eſtabliſhed by the civil Magistrate alone. 
For, what was done by Queen Elizabeth, was 
only taking off the Repeal that had been made 
by Queen Mary, of the Act of Uniformity, and 
reſettling the reformed Church upon the fame 
Eſtabliſhment it had been on in the Time of King 
Edward VI. when, whatever had been enacted 
by the Civil Magiſtrate in the Reformation, I 
hope I have given very good Reaſons for be- 
lieving, had been firſt regularly aſſented to 
by the Convocation. : And conſequently, what 
was done by her and her Partiament upon this 
Occaſion, cannot properly be ſaid to have been 
done by the Civil Magiſtrate alone, without the 
Convocation. It muſt not however be diſſem - 
bled, that whilſt this was tranſacting by Queen 
Elizabeth, a Queſtion happened to be moved, 
which of the two Liturgies that had been in 
Uſe in King Edward VI. Time, ſhould be re- 
eſtabliſhed ? Whereupon ſhe iflued out a Come . 
miſſion to ſeveral learned Divines to examine 
and compare them both together. Who, after 
ſome Time ſpent therein, came to a Reſolution 
in Favour of the Second; which was re eſta- 
bliſhed accordingly, with two or three no very 
material Alterations : Such as leaving out a 
harſh Sentence in the Litany againſt the Pope z 
the Change or Addition of ſome certain Leſ- 
ſons for Sundays; and the uniting both the 
Form of Words uſed at delivering the Elements 
in the Sacrament, in the firſt and lecond Com- 
mon Prayer Books of King Edward VI. But 
then theſe were Alterations of no ſuch great 
Importance, as to have made it neceſſary tor a 
Convocation to be called on purpoſe to make 
them, had the Biſhops and inferior Clergy been 


as 


[216] 
ay Keely! attached to the Proteſtant Cauſe as 
they were to Popery. 

But were we to admit, that ſome Things in 
the Reformation of King Edward and Queen 
Elizabeth were not ſo regular as they ought to 
have been, (though I think I have given very 
good Reaſon for believing that they were) yet 
would not the preſent Church of England, as 
reſettled ſoon after the Reſtoration under King 
Charles II. be at all affected by it. Becauſe, 
then all the Biſhops and Clergy were truely 
' Proteſtant, and the Liturgy, with all its Alte- 
rations and Additions, which is the very ſame 
we now have, was approved of and unanimouſly 
aſſented to by the provincial Synods of both 
Canterbury and York, before the Act of Uni- 
formity was paſſed. Upon this Act of Uni- 
formity it is, that the preſent Church of Eng- 
land, againſt which your Attack is made, does 
really reſt, and not upon thoſe of either King 
Edward or Queen Elizabeth. And till you can 
ſhake this Pillar, which is not to be done by 
| barely aſſerting (for proved it you have not) 
that, in the Beginning, the Reformation was ef- 
fected by the Civil Magiſtrate alone without the 
Convocation; but, by ſhewing, that the Eſta- 
dliſnment of the preſent Church under King 
Charles II. was made alſo by them alone, with- 
out-the preceding Conſent and Concurrence of 
the Clergy : which would be contrary to the 
. moſt authentic Hiſtory of thoſe Times. I ſay, 
till you have done this, the preſent Church of 
England will, | make no doubt, be efteemed 
by all unprejudiced Perſons quite different from 
what you have taken the Liberty to call it, 4 
Church conſtituted framed and eſtabliſhed by the 


Civil 
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Civil Magiſtrate, and only by him (a). A Church 
that depends entirely upon the Alis and Authority 
of Parliament for its very Eſſence and Frame (5). 
The Reformation of the Church of England was 
carried on and effected by that Authority where- 
by the Reformation of all national Churches 
ought to be, by the Spiritual and Temporal 
conjointly ; the Biſhops and Clergy appointing 
and directing the Manner, the Legiſlature giv- 
ing their Approbation and Sanction to it. 
And the Spiritual and Temporal Powers con- 
ſidered as acting thus together in the Eſta- 
bliſhment of this Church, ſhews the ſeveral 
Queſtions you have put, with Reſpe& to the 
Power of it, to be intirely without any Occaſion; 
and alſo your Declamation upon the Danger of 
allowing a Power to be in the Church (by which, 
if I take you right, you mean the Biſhops ande 
Clergy alone, though it be contrary to the De- 
finition of the Church given in the XIXth Arti- 
cle) to decree Rites and Ceremonies, to be quite 
needleſs : Becauſe, it never was the Doctrine of 
this Church, ſince the Reformation, that any 
one Biſhop, or junto of Biſhops, had Authority to 
make what new Rites and Ceremonies th 
pleaſed, and to oblige the People to ſubmit to 
them, till they had been firſt duely aſſented to 
by them in their Legiſlative Capacity. 

Having now conſidered the Arguments where- 
by you have endeavoured to prove the Church 
of England to have been conſtituted formed and 
eſtabliſhed by the Civil Magiſtrate, and only by 
bim; and ſhewed them, I hope, to be without 
Authority ; I ſhall proceed to examine the Pro- 
priety of thoſe Contraſts you have made between 


(a) Diſſ. Gent, 3 Letter, p. 4. (5) Ibid, 1 Letter, p. 14. 
8 ſome 
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ſome Ceremonies it has retained, and ſome 
which it has omitted. You defy any Man to fhew 
the Conſecration of Earth to cover the Body when 
dead, to be an edifying and decent Rite; but the 
Conſecration of Water to ſprinkle it when Living 
to be a ridiculous and fooliſh Foppery. And again, 
to ſay, why Spittle and Salt in Baptiſm, are not 
as inſtruttive Ceremonies, as the Sign of the Croſs. 
And moreover, why a Biſpop has not as much 
Power, according to antient Cuſtom, to exorciſe 
the Devil before Baptiſm, as to lay on Hands after 
it, to impart the Graces of the holy Ghoſt (a). 

As to your defying any one to ſhew the Conſe- 
cration of Earth to cover the Body when dead to 
be an edifying and decent Rite, but the Conſecration 
of Water to ſprinkle it when living to be a ridicu- 
lous and fooliſh Foppery; I oblerve, that had 
you but proved the Earth to be conſecrated in 
the Church of England to cover the Body when 
dead, with the ſame ſuperſtitious Intention that 
Water is conſecrated in the Church of Rome to 
ſprinkle it when living, I believe no one would 
have been ſo hardy as to have entered the Liſts 
with you. Water is conſecrated in the Church 
of Rome to ſprinkle the Bodies of the Living, 
in order to purify them from the Pollutions of 
Sin; and moreover, if it be not greatly miſre- . 
preſented, to preſerve them from the Power and 
malignant Influence of evil Spirits. The firſt 
gives to a human Inſtitution an Efficacy equal 
with thoſe of Chriſt, which is abſolutely un- 
warrantable ; and by the next, the Minds of 


Men may not only be brought to withdraw their 


Hope and Confidence from God their imme- 
diate Defender, and to place their Expectations 


of 
(a) Dif Gent. 3 Letter, p. 10, 11. 
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of Safety and Protection upon unwarrantable 
Mediums, but may alſo be induced to believe, 
that God, now under the Goſpel Diſpenſation, 
does permit evil Spirits perſonally to afflict and 
torment his faithful Servants ; which I think is 
a Notion contrary to ſound Doctrine. But, if 
the Church of England does conſecrate the Earth 
wherewith the Bodies of the Dead are covered, 
Where is it once taught, or even inſinuated, that 
the Dead are thereby rendered either better or 
worſe; or that it is to prevent their being car- 
ried away, or being otherwiſe diſturbed by 
wicked Spirits? No, Sir, the Church of Eng- 
land, by ſo ſolemaly ſetting apart from profane 
and common Uſe, the Ground wherewith her 
Dead are to be covered, deſigns to keep up, in 
the Minds of its Members, the Belief of the 
Reſurrection. For the ſhewing that Reſpect it 
does, even to the very Earth where the Bodies 
of the Dead are laid, muſt naturally lead Men 
to conſider, that thoſe Bodies are not looked 
upon as Things of no further Account, bur 
that they will be raiſed again. Now the Belief 
of the Reſurrection is an Article of that Im- 
» portance, that no Church ought to be blamed 
which makes uſe of every Occaſion to inculcate 
it, by Arguments applied to Senſe as well as 
Reaſon. By this Time poſſibly you may per- 
ceive, that the Things you have here put in 
Contraſt, are by no means proper for it. The 
one tending co fill the Minds of People with 
erroneous Notions ; the other to bring fre- 
quently to their Remembrance that Article of 
their Faith, which the oftener they think upon, 
the more likely are they to make good and ſin- 
cere Chriſtians, 
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But let us ſee whether you have been any 
thing more happy in the Choice of thoſe you 
have pitched upon, in the next Place, for the 
ſame Purpoſe; which are, Spittle and Salt in 
Baptiſm in the Church of Rome, and the Sign 
of the Croſs in the Church of England. The 
Intention of the Church of England, in ordering 
thoſe who are received by it into the Congrega- 
tion of Chriſt's Flock, to be /igned with the 
Sign of the Croſs, 18 in Token, that hereafter they 
ſhall not be aſhamed to confeſs the Faith of Chriſt 
crucified, and manfully to fight under his Banner 
againſt Sin, the World, and the Devil, and to con- 
tinue Chriſt's faithful Soldiers and Servants unto 
their Lives End (a). Thele contain the ſtrict and 
indiſpenſtble Duty of every Chriſtian. And as 
the Church intended by the Uſe of a ſenſible 
(and I might have added a ſuitable) Sign, to im- 
print the Thoughts of them more laſtingly upon, 
and to bring them more frequently into, the 
Minds of thoſe who are admitted into it, the 
End at leaſt propoſed by it muſt be allowed to 
be good. But whether the Deſign of the Church 
of R:me in uſing Spittle and Salt be equally fo 
or not, I own I do not know. That our firſt 
reformed Biſhops and Clergy, who muſt un- 
doubtedly be allowed to have been very well 
acquainted with it, did not think it was, is 
plain : For, if they had, they would, in all pro- 
bability, have retained the Ule of the one as 
well as of the other. However, when you have 


made it appear that it is, (which certainly you 


muſt have thought yourſelf able to do, before 
you would have given ſo bold a Defiance) I ſhall 
readily acknowledge you to have been in the 
; Right, 

(a) Office of public Baptiſm. 
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Right: But till then you muſt excuſe me, if I 
cannot help thinking it ſomewhat injudiciouſly 
done, to ſet the Uſe of Salt and Spittle againſt 
that of the Croſs in Baptiſm. The fame im- 
propriety I hope to make you appear Guilty of, 
in defying any Man upon Earth, to ſay, why a 
Biſhop has not as much Power, according to an- 
tient Cuſtom, to exorciſe the Devil before Baptiſm, 
as to lay on Hands after it to impart the Graces of 
the Holy Ghoſt. That the Practice of exorciſing 
Perſons before they were baptized was very an- 
cient in the Church, is undeniably true. But 
then there does not appear to have been any 
Warrant for it in Scripture. . Whereas, the lay- 
ing on of Hands, to impart the Graces of the 
Holy Ghoſt is warranted by the Example of the 
Apoſtles, who are ſucceeded by the Biſhops in 
their Office, ſo far as it concerned the ſpiritual 
Government of the Church; and is reckoned 
by St. Paul among the. Principles of the Doctrine 
of Chriſt (a). Now, if the laying on of Hands 
by the Biſhops in Confirmation has its Autho- 
rity from Scripture, and Exorciſm not, there 
is a very juſtifiable Reaſon, even you yourſelf 
being judge, for believing, that the one may be 
performed with Effect, but the other without 
any at all. 

There are ſome few Particulars more towards 
the End of this Section, with Remarks upon 
which I ſhall conclude what I have to ſay tar- 
ther upon it. You make very fair Promiſes, 
how conformable you will be, when the Church 
of England is proved to have Power to decree 
Rites and Ceremonies, and Authority in Controverſies 
of Faith. What is to be underſtood by Rites 

GC 3 | | and 


(a) Hebr, vi. 1. vid. Beza. in Locum. 
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and Ceremonies, and how far the Church has a 
Power to decree them, has been already ſhewed, 
where it has been obſerved, that they belong 
only to the Form and Manner in which poſitive 
Duties are performed ; and that where theſe are 
left undetermined by Jeſus Chriſt and his Apol- 
tles, there (unleſs we could ſuppoſe the Church 
to have been left in a State of Confuſion) is all 
the Reaſon in the World for believing, that 
there muſt be a Power in it, to appoint ſuch as 
ſhall ſeem moſt agreeable to the Conſtitution or 
Genius of any People. And this very Power 
J have made appear to have been exerciſed even 
in your Churches, by obſerving, that your Mode 
of publick Worſhip muſt have been of human 
Inſticution, becauſe it is not expreſsly appointed 
in the holy Scripture any more than ours. But 
there is one Miſtake which ſeems to have miſ- 
led you throughout your three Letters. You 
have erroneouſly taken it for granted, that by 
Church we mean the Biſhops and Clergy alone, 
and that theſe have a Power to decree whatever 
Rites and Ceremonies they pleaſe, to which the 
People are implicitly to ſubmit. Though this 
be neither the Doctrine of the Church of Eng- 
land, nor the Language of its Articles. For in 
the XIXth Article, the Church is defined to be a 
„ Congregation of faithful Men, in which the 
„ pure Word of God is preached, and the 
« Sacraments be duly miniſtered, according to 
« Chriſt's Ordinance in all thoſe Things that 
ce of Neceſlity are requiſite to the ſame.” Now, 
nothing is more evident than that, in this Ar- 
ticle, the Church is ſuppoſed to conſiſt of two 
different Orders, viz. of thoſe whoſe Buſineſs it is 
to adminiſter the Sacraments, and to preach the 
| | Word, 
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Word, as well as of ſuch as are to hear that 
Word, and to have thoſe Sacraments admini- 
ſtered to them ; that is, of Miniſters and Peo- 
ple. And, conſequently, when in the very next 
Article it is ſaid, that the Church has a Right 
to decree Rites and Ceremonies ; there the 
Compilers of it mult in all Reaſon be ſuppoſed 
to have ſpoken in Reference to that Definition 
of the Church, which they had given in the 
Article immediately preceding, and to have in- 
cluded both Miniſters, and People; yet ſo as 
each to keep to their proper Province. The 
Miniſters, conſiſting of Biſnops and Clergy, ap- 
pointing what Rites and Ceremonies are proper 
to be uſed ; the People, giving their Aſſent 
unto them, in their legiſlative Capacity. And 
this Notion of the Church, and this Manner of 
proceeding in it, is moſt agreeable to the Prac- 
tice of the Apoſtles themſelves. For, in that 
Synod, ſpoken of Adds xv. as held at Jeruſalem, 
to determine whether the Gentile Converts 
ſhould be circumciſed, and keep the Law of 
Moſes, we find, that the Apoſtles alone debated 
upon the Matter, and came firſt to a Concluſion 
upon it; and afterwards it appears to have 
been aſſented to by the Brethren, who were aſ- 
ſembled upon that Occaſion. For, the Decree 
of that Synod, though apparently made by the 
Apoſtles alone, was yet lent away in the Name 
of the Apoſtles and Elders and Brethren. And 
I hope I have proved the preſent Church of 
England to have acted always according to this 
Syſtem, by and with the concurrent Authority 
of the temporal as well as ſpiritual Powers 
thereof. However, Sir, if the Power to de- 
cree Ceremonies be ſuch an Obſtacle with you 
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againſt the Church of England, How comes it to 
paſs, that it is not ſo likewiſe with you againſt 
your own, which has exerciſed this very Power 
in appointing Sitting at the Communion, which 
the Authors of the Admonitions to the Parlia- 
ment (in the Reign of Queen Elizabeth) who 
were the Diſſenters of thoſe Times, Held to be- 
token Reſt, and full Accompliſtment of legal Ceres 
monies in our Saviour Chriſt (a)? Now, it ſitting, 
with you, in receiving the Sacrament of the 
Lord's Supper be a Token of any Thing, I ſay, 
that then it is, to all Intents and Purpoſes, as 
much a Ceremony as the Croſs in Baptiſm is 
with us, which is only to betoken, that the 
Perſon upon whom it is made is not to be a- 
med to confeſs the Faith of Chriſt crucified, &c. 

But let us ſee what you will do, if we can 
but make out this one Point, that the Church 
hath Power to decree Rites and Ceremonies. 
Why, F our Church commands you to ſign your- | 

ſelves all over with a ſignificant and inſtructive 
Croſs, you will reverently do it. Before J pro- 
ceed, I cannot but take Notice, that you ſpeak 
throughout all your Promiſes in the plural 
Number, and take upon you to anſwer for your 
Brethren as well as yourſelf ; which I ſhall 
make appear, in its proper Place, to be an En- 
gagement of juſt the ſame Nature with that 
which our Sponſors in Baptiſm enter into. But 
to return to your Promiſes. You will croſs your- 
ſelves all over with a ſignificant and inſtrudtive 

Croſs, if our Church commands it. As it is utter] 
impracticable for any Man to crols himſelf all 
over with one Croſs, your Manner of Exprel- 
ſion, however guarded, might miſlead an inat- 
tentive 

(a) Eocker's Eccleſtaſt. Pelity. Lib. g. Sci. 65. 
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tentive Reader to imagine, that the Church of 
England had a Diſpoſition to multiply abſurd 
and ſuperſtitious Ceremonies to the ſame De- 
gree, as is done in the Church of Rome. If this 
was your Deſign, though I do not ſay it was, 
(yet you mult pardon me, if I cannot help 
thinking, that you had ſome ſuch in View, for 
Reaſons which I ſhall preſently give) I ſay, if 
you had any ſuch Deſign, it was highly diſin- 
genuous. Becauſe you could have no reaſona- 
ble Pretence for endeavouring to raiſe ſuch a 
wrong, ſuch an unjuſtifiable, Suſpicion in the 
Minds of your Readers. But what makes it 
appear probable that you had the Church of 
Rome in View in this Place, and artfully de- 
ſigned to induce your Readers to look upon 
the Church of England, as equally prone with 
it, to multiply Superſtitions, is your ſaying, 
that you will croſs your ſelf all over. The Church 
of Rome indeed does recommend it to, if not 
require it of, its Members, to croſs themſelves 
very frequently with the Sign of the Croſs; and 
many of them do it very ſuperſtitiouſly, almoſt 
upon all Occaſions. But where has the Church 
of England once ordered any one of its Mem- 
bers to croſs himſelf at all ? Our Church requires 
no Man to be croſſed above once, and that not 
by himſelf, but by the Miniſter who officiates 
at his Baptiſm. Beſides, Sir, could you really 
perſuade yourſelf, that we could ever believe, 
you could have ſo mean an Opinion of our 
Church, as to think it was likely to lay a 
greater Streſs upon the Size and Largeneſs of 
the Croſs, than the Croſs itſelf ? For theſe Rea- 
ſons, though my Suſpicions of you may be 
wrong, you mult, I believe, acknowledge, that 

you 


[26] 
you had given very juſtifiable Grounds for en- 
tertaining them. 

But let us come to your next Promiſe, which 
is, that if our Church bids you worſhip towards the 
Eaſt, and to think the omnipreſent Deity to be more 
there, than in the Weſt, you will humbly ſubmit. 
But pray, Sir, what is this to the preſent 
Church of England ? Againſt which, I muſt tell 

u again, your Attack is made. For in what 
Part of our preſent Rubrick, in which of our 
Canons, do you find it fo much as once requir- 
ed of thoſe, who attend its Service, ſo to do? 
You ſay, if it bids you do it. But what Rea- 
ſon had you for ſuſpecting that it would ever 
bid you do it, when it does it not at preſent ? 
Had a Compliance with this Rite been ſtrictly 
inſiſted upon, you could have promiſed no more; 
but as it is not ſo much as once required, I ap- 
peal to yourſelf, whether your Manner of pro- 
miſing does not ſeem to carry ſomething more 
in it, than can be reconciled with the ſtricteſt 
Candour ? But as to turning towards the Eaſt, 
in Time of divine Service, Origen, who lived 
'about the Beginning of the third Century, long 
before the Corruptions of Popery prevailed, ac- 
quaints us, that it wasleven then the Cuſtom ſo to 
95 (a). And ſuch a Veneration had he himſelf 
for it, that he recommends it to Perſons even 
in their private Devotions (5). I have men- 
tioned this only to ſhew the Moderation of our 
Church, in neither expreſsly forbiding nor re- 
requiring, but leaving it to every one's free 
Choice to oblerve, or not obſerve, ſo ancient and 
long eſtabliſhed a. Cuſtom, according as his own 


Incli— 


(a) Origen contra Celſum. Lib. 8. 
(5) Origen in his Treatiſe of Prayer. 
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Inclination ſhould lead, or Judgment determine, 
him. And certainly it had as much Right to 
leave People at Liberty in a Matter fo indif- 
ferent, as your Miniſters have to permit ſuch 
of their Congregations, as ſhould make it their 
Choice, to receive the Sacrament of the Lotd's 
Supper kneeling ; which was a Poſture once 
looked upon by many of you, in a much more 
| heinous Light, than turning to the Eaſt in Time 
of divine Service ever was. 

But let us go on to your third Promiſe, which 
is, that F it bids you bow at the Name of Jeſus, 
you will reverently ſubmit. This is indeed injoin- 
ed in the XVIIIch Canon, in theſe Words, 
« And likewiſe when in Time of divine Service 
% the Lord Jeſus ſhall be mentioned, due and 
© lowly Reverence ſhall be done by all Perſons 
&« preſent, as it hath been accuſtomed ; teſtify- 
„ ing by theſe outward Ceremonies and Geſ- 
„ tures, their inward Humility, Chriſtian Re- 
e ſolution, and due Acknowledgement, that 
ce the Lord Jeſus Chrift, the true eternal Son 
© of God, is the only Saviour of the World, in 
« whom alone all the Mercies, Graces and Pro- 
e miſes of God to Mankind, for this Life and 
© the Life to come, are fully and wholly com- 
„ priſed.” In ſpeaking againſt this Geſture, 
in your ſecond Letter, (a) you ſay, As for that 
Paſſage of the Apoſile Philip. ii. 10. that at the 
Name of Feſus every Knee ſhall bow — the learned 
Men of our Church, you preſume univerſally diſ- 
claim it, as in the leaſt authoriſing or injoining this 
Prafiice. Upon which you argue. But if this 
Text be acknowledged not in the leaſt to authoriſe or 
require this At of Worſhip, What Shadow of Argu- 


ment, 


(a) Page 62. 
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ment can poſſibly be brought either from Reaſon 
er Scripture, as ſhall ſo much as ſeem to ſupport 
it? Why, ſince you do not ſeem to know, I will 
tell you by what Argument it is ſupported, by 
the very ſame that, in your Churches, ſprinkling 
in Baptiſm and ſitting in receiving the Holy 
Communion are injoined (a), even by the Au- 
thority of the Church. For if neither ſprinkling 
in Baptiſm, nor ſitting at' receiving the Holy 
Communion are expreſsly appointed in the Holy 
Scripture, as I am ſure they are not, I would 
aſk you, What Shadow of Argument can you pol- 
ſibly bring in Support of either, but from that 
Authority, which you muſt allow to be in your 
Churches to injoin them? Admitting, then, that 
that Place of Philippians, before referred to, may 
be diſclaimed by ſome, as not authoriſing or in- 
injoing the Practice of bowing at the Name of 
Jeſus, though there might be poſſibly Reaſons 
given why it ought not to be ſo readily diſclaim- 
ed, yet, granting that it does not really ſupport 
it, unleſs it could be proved to be an un- 
lawful or unſeemly Practice, our Church, forthe 
Reaſons aſſigned in the XVIIIth Cannon, had as 
much a Right to injoin the Obſervance of it, 
as your's had to require fitting at receiving the 
Lord's Supper, as betokening Reſt, and full Accom- 

pliſhment of legal Ceremonies in our Saviour Chriſt, 
There 1s only one Particular more of all that 
you have promiſed which 1 ſhall take Notice of 
at preſent; reſerving what I have to ſay to the 
reſt, till I come to thole ſeveral Sections you 
have ſeparately beſtowed upon them. What I 
mean is, your ſaying, that zf it requires you to be- 
| lieve 


(a) See Archbiſhop Laud's Introduction to the Liturgy, 


publiſhed by Dr. Nicholls at the End of his Comment upon 
the Common Prayer. 
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lieve, that an amorous Devil was forced away from 
his beloved Maid, by the Fumes of a Fiſb's Liver, 
you will roundly believe it. But, pray, Sir, 
Where does the Church of England require you, 
or any one elſe, to believe it ? And what juſtifia- 
ble Reaſon had you for entertaining the leaſt 
Suſpicion that it was ever likely to do it? In 
the Church of Rome, by the Council of Trent, 
the Book of Tobit is put upon equal Authority 
with the reſt of the holy Scripture, which has 
been held to be truly canonical ; and conſequent- 
ly the Members of that Church mult believe 
that Story. But, if by a Caſt of your Art, you 
deſigned to miſlead your Readers, and make 
them ſuſpect that the ſame was done by the 
Church of England, or that it had any Diſpoſi- 
tion to do it, it was really very injurious and 
unwarrantable. For in the VIth Article, ſpeaking 
of thoſe Apocryphal Books appointed to be 
read ſometimes in our Service, it ſays, And 
c as for the other Books, (as Hierome faith) the 
% Church doth read for Example of Life, and 
« Inſtruction of Manners ; but, yet, doth it not 
“ apply them to eſtabliſh any Doctrine.“ It 
from hence, I think, plainly appears, that our 
Church did not then put thoſe Books upon the 
ſame Authority with the reſt of the ſacred Writ- 
ings; and conſequently, that it did not require 
every Circumſtance of them to be believed; for 
which Reaſon, there could be no Ground for 
your ſuggeſting that it was ever likely to do 
ſo. The Characters of Tobit and his Son, 
throughout that Book, from whence you have 
taken your Story, are ſuch, that poſſibly our 
Saviour himſelf, had they lived in his Time, 
would have pronounced them act far from the 


King- 
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Kingdom of God. And if ſo, the Church of 
England is juſtified for ordering the Hiſtory of 
ſuch Men to be read, for the Example of Life, 
and Inſtruction of Manners, as St. Paul recom- 
mended the Faith and Conſtancy of thoſe who 
ſuffered in the Perſecution of Antiochus (a), as 
Patterns to the Hebrew Chriſtians ;z the Account 
of which we have in the Apocryphical Book, 
2 Maccab. Chap. xvii. 

Having now taken Notice of every Thing 
that appeared to me worthy of Conſideration 
in your firſt Section; I ſhall paſs over the ſecond 
to the third, which has for its Title, Of our Con- 
ftitution in Church and State, as more properly fol- 
lowing the firſt, Of Church Power, and in whom 
lodged, than the ſecond, Of the Sacramental 
Teſt. In the Beginning of this Section, you 
tell Mr. N bite, that you bad in your firſt Letter 
(to which he had not preſumed to make the leaſt Re- 
Ply) as alſo in the Beginning of this, fully proved 
our ecclefraſtical to be really no other than a civil 
Conſtitution ; a Syſkem or Frame contrived, diſpoſed 
and enatted by the civil Magiſtrate, as much as the 
Conſtitution of the Treaſury, of the Army, or of the 
Courts in Weſtminſter Hall. 

In Oppoſition to what you call your having 
proved, in the firſt Section of your third Letter, 
that the preſent Church of England was conſti- 
tuted, formed and eſtabliſhed by the civil Magi- 
ſtrate, and only by him, I have already, in my 
Remarks upon it, made it, I hope, appear from 
very good Authority to be contrary to Matter 


of 


(a) Heb. xi. 35. In which Place Beza makes no doubt, but 
that the Apoſtle alludes to the Perſecution of Antiochus. 


Non dubium eſt quin eam defignat Perſecutionem quam 


* exercuit. , 
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of Fact; and that, ſo far were the civil M 
ſtrates from conſtituting or framing this Church 
by their ſole Authority, nothing was done 
by them in it, till it had been firſt regularly aſ- 
ſented to by the Biſhops and Clergy in Convo- 
cation, both in the Reign of King Edward the 
Sixth, and allo of Queen Elizabetb; and more 
eſpecially in the Re- eſtabliſnment of the preſent 
Church, after the Reſtoration of King Charles 
the Second, And now I ſhall proceed to exa- 
mine what you have alledged for the ſame Pur- 
poſe in your firſt Letter, which you imagine to 
have appeared ſo formidable to Mr. Vbite, that 
he would not preſume to make the leaſt Reply 
to it. 

Upon Mr. Mbite's having called the Catholic 
Church one outward and viſible Society divinely 
inſlituted, you immediately cloſe with him, and 
argue thus. Fit be a Society divinely inſtituted, 
then whatever Sociely is not of divine, but merety 
human Inſtitution, is not the Church of Cbriſt. 
Be it ſo. But then, what is this to the Church 
of England, which you manifeſtly glance at in 
this Place? Since that, I hope, appears from 
what has been ſaid before, upon very good Au- 
thority, not to be that merely human Inſtitution 
you would have it thought to be, 

But did you conſider, that this Argument 
which you would look upon to be ſo ftrong and 
concluſive againſt the Church of Eng/and's being 
a Chriſtian Church, does really conclude more 
forceably againſt your Churches being Chriſtian 
Churches, than it does againſt ours. For what 
are the Terms of Admiſſion and Qualification - 
of Members that are divinely fixed in the holy 
Scriptures? They are only theſe, Faith, Re- 


pen- 
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pentance, and Baptiſm. And that none are ad- 
mitted into the Church without theſe, I need 
only appeal to our Offices of publick Baptiſm, 
and our Catechiim. | 

All then that you can ground your Inſinua- 
tion upon, that the Terms of Admiſſion into 
our Church are not divinely fixt, muſt be, that 
in the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm with us, 
ſome Things are appointed to be uſed, which 
are not preciſely directed in the holy Scriptures. 
This is owned to be true. And have you no- 
thing in the Adminiſtration of this Sacrament, 
but what is expreſsly enjoined in Scripture? I 
ſhall ſhew you that you have. 

In the Form of Prayer and Adminiſtration 
of the Sacraments, publiſhed by the Engliſh Bre- 
thren from Geneva, in the Office for Baptiſm 
we find this Order: For as much as the Sa- 
« craments are not to be miniſtered by Women, 
& or uſed in private Corners, as Charms or 
& Sorceries, but left to the Congregation, there- 
« fore the Infant that is to be baptized ſhall be 
* brought to Church on the Day appointed to 
c common Prayer or Preaching, accompanied 
« with the Father or Godfather.” After Ser- 
mon, the Child is to be preſented to the Mini- 
ſter, who is to demand this Queſtion, Whether 
they earneſtly deſire that it may be ingrafted in 
the myſtical Body of Jeſus Chriſt ? And, upon 
their anſwering in the Affir mative, he is to pro- 
ceed to lay before them the Conditions of the 
baptiſmal Covenant. And to the Intent that 
they may be aſſured, that the Father and the 
Surety conſent to the Performance thereof, it is 
ordered that the Father, or, in his Abſence, the 
Godfather, ſhall rehearſe the Creed. Then after 


ſome 
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ſome Prayers and Exhortations he is to baptize 
the Child, taking Water in his Hand, and lay- 
ing it upon the Forehead of the Child (a). Here 
are many Circumſtances, no more divinely fixt 
than thoſe which are uſed by us. And yet they 
are authoritatively injoined ; and muſt be re- 
gularly ſubmitted to, before a Perſon can be 
admitted by Baptiſm into your Churches: For 
it is ordered, that the Child hall be brought to 
Church; that the Father or Godfather Hall re- 
hearſe the Creed, before the Miniſter is to bap- 
tize the Child by taking Water in his Hand 
and laying it upon its Forehead; though this 
be not agreeable to the original Word of the 
Inſtitution, which does properly imply dipping, 

for which there does not appear to be any Pro- 
viſion made in your Churches, if we are to judge 
of their Practice by the forecited Order. Whereas, 
in the Church of England, though ſprinklin 
be indeed allowed, and commonly made Uſe 
of, yet it is ordered, that if the Godfatbers or 
Godmothers ſhall certify the Miniſter, that the Child 
may well endure it, he ſhall dip it diſcreetly and 
warily (H). And if this be inſiſted upon, no 
Miniſter of the Church of England can legally 
refuſe it. But your Churches requiring Aſper- 
ſion only, the Terms of Admiſſion into them 
are certainly leſs divinely fixt, being in this 
particular leſs conformable to the ſcriptural 
Word of the Inſtitution, than thoſe of the Church 
of England are. If you ſay, that if Dipping 
ſhould be required your Miniſters would not 
refuſe it. I anſwer, that how readily ſoever 


D they 

(a) See Laud's Introduction, p. 14. at the End of Dr. 

Nicholl's Paraphraſe. (b) See Rubrick in the Office 
of Publick Baptiſm. 
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they may in themſelves be diſpoſed to ſuch In- 
dulgence, yet, as it does not appear to be pro- 

vided for, I cannot help doubting whether they 

are veſted with ſuch a diſpenſing Power, as to 


vary from the ſtanding Rules and Orders of 


their Churches, at their own Diſcretion, with- 
out, if they are Preſbyterian, the Allowance of 
their general Aſſemblies, or at leaſt their claſ- 
ſical Preſbyteries; or, if they are congrega- 
tional or independent, without the Conſent and 
Concurrence of the ruling Elders of their re- 
ſpective Congregations. If then the making 
Uſe of ſome Circumſtances in the Adminiſtra- 
tion of Baptiſm, whereby Perſons are admitted 
into the Church, which are not preciſely ap- 
pointed in the holy Scripture, be ſufficient to 
prove any Church not to be Chriſtian, your 
own, from what has been ſaid above, muſt ne- 
ceſſarily be excluded. But let us now examine 
the ſeveral Particulars of that Compariſon you 
have drawn between the Church of Chriſt and 
the Church of Exgland, in order to prove them 
to be Conſtitutions of a quite different Nature. 
You tell us, in the firſt Place, that the Conſti- 
tution and Frame of the Church of England muſt 
be looked for in the Statute Book, in the Canons 
and Common Prayer Book, and in the Codes of the 
Engliſh Law. But the Church of Chriſt is to be 
looked for only in the Bible. And therein too 
only, is the Church of England to be found as 
to the Fundamentals of it, notwithſtandin 
what you have ſaid to the contrary. For what 
have you advanced to prove that the Church 
of England, as to its Conſtitution and Frame, 
is not to be found in the Bible? It is, if I miſ- 
take not, only becauſe that in it ſome Rites and 
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Ceremonies are injoined which are not expreſsly 
required by the holy Scripture; though in in- 
joining of theſe, it has exerciſed no greater Au- 
thority than what has been ever uſed by other, 
nay even by your own, Churches. But then, 
as the Conſtitution and Frame of a Church de- 
pends no more upon theſe external Rites and 
Ceremonies, than the Frame and Building of a 
Houſe upon its outward Ornaments, your Con- 
cluſion, that, becauſe of theſe, the Church of 
England, as to its Conſtitution and Frame, is 
not to be looked for in the Bible, ſeems to have 
out- run its Premiſſes. 

In your next Compariſon you tell us again, 
that the Church of Chriſt is a religious Eſta- 
e bliſhment, founded upon the Scripture, as 
e the only authentic Rule of its Doctrines and 
1 bor the Church of England is a Civil 
* Eſtabliſhment, founded upon Acts of Par- 
& liament, as the only authentic Rule of what 
is to be believed and practiſed therein, &c.“ 
In this Compariſon, beſides repeating in other 
Words what you had ſaid in the foregoing one, 
you have moreover glanced at the Doctrine of 
the Church of England. It is really ſomewhat 
ſurpriſing to hear you reflecting: upon the Doc- 
trine of our Church at every Turn, when your 
own Churches, in reſpe& of that, ſtand yet 
upon the very fame Foundation. For were not 
your Churches at firſt tolerated merely upon 
account of their profeſſing the ſame Doctrine 
with ours? Are not your Miniſters obliged, by 
the Act of Toleration, to ſubſcribe to all our 
Articles, except the 34, 35, 36, and theſe 
Words of the 20th, ** The Church hath Power to 
© decree Rites and Ceremonies, and Authority in 

D 2 Con- 
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* Controverſies of Faith, before they can 
legally preach or officiate in any of your 
Meetings? Now, . thoſe remaining Articles, un- 
excepted againſt, and which ought legally to 
be ſubſcribed to by every one of your Miniſters, 
contain the Doctrine of our Church: And con- 
ſequently the Doctrine of thoſe Articles is, or 
ought to be, the Doctrine of your Churches, as 
much as it is of ours. And for that Reaſon, 
upon the Act of Toleration (though you would 
not ſeem to know it) are your Churches as much 
founded, as the only authentic Rule of what is 
at leaſt to be believed by them, as ours is upon 
any Act or A#s of Parliament you can poſſibly 
produce. And if the Bible, which you quote 
Chillingworth as calling the only Religion of 
Proteſtants, be not the Foundation of the Doc- 
trine of our Church, it cannot be that of yours, 
upon which Account your Churches would be 
as far from being ſpiritual Structures, but would 
be as merely political, as you would have ours 
thought to be. But as for that Concern the 
civil Rulers had in the Eſtabliſhment of this 
Cburch, wherewith you have reproached us in 
this and the foregoing Compariſon, they did no 
more than what was their Right to do: No 
more than what was highly neceſſary and ex- 
pedient, for the Weltare and well-governing of 
the Church, for them to do: That, by the help 
of their Sanction, Unity of Doctrine, and Uni- 
formity of Worſhip, might be maintained and 
preſerved amongſt one and the ſame People: 
That they might be kept from running into 
that Confuſion, the Church of Corinth actually 
fell into, even in the Apoſtles Days, when they 
came together to worſhip, of having every one 

| a Pſalm, 


A 
à Pſalm, a Doctrine, a Tongue, a Revelation, an 
Interpretation (a). But to go on. In the next 


Place, you ſay, that into the Church of Chriſt 


any Perſon may be admitted, who ſubmits to the 
Terms appointed by Chriſt : But into the Church 
of England, he cannot be admitted, except over 
and ab ve theſe, he ſubmits alſo to Terms which 
human Authority hath inſtituted and deviſed. If 
this be any reaſonable Objection againſt the 
Church of England, I ſay again, it muſt be fo 
likewiſe againk your own. For I have already 
made it appear, that who ever will be admitted 
into your Churches, muſt, over and above the 
Terms appointed by Jeſus Chriſt, ſubmit alſo 
to Terms of human Invention, ſuch as being 
baptized in the Face of the Congregation, and 
that by ſprinkling only; in which Reſpect, they 
are more unſcriptural than the Church of Exg- 
land, which has alſo provided for dipping, more 
agreeable to the ſcriptural Word of the Inſtitu- 
tion. As to what you ſay of the Lord's Supper, 
being appointed in the Church of England, with 
Intention and as a Mean of diſcriminating and di- 
viding Chriſtians ; and that an openly debauched 
and ſcandalous wicked Perſon has a Right to de- 
mand the holy Sacrament at the Prieſts Hands as 
a Qualification for his Poſt ;, I ſhall prove to be 
both groundleſs and unreaſonable, when I come 
to ſpeak to your Section of the ſacramental 

Teſt. | 
Your next Obſervation is, that in the ſcrip- 
tural Church of Chriſt, there are no ſuch Ofi- 
cers ever heard of as Archbiſhops, Deans, Arch- 
deacons, Prebendaries, Canons, Chancellors, 
Sc. And I ſay, moreover, that neither claſſi- 
D 3 cal, 

(a) 1 Cor, xiv, 26. 
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cal, nor provincial, or national, Aſſemblies, with 
their Moderators and Aſſeſſors, are ever heard of 
there (a). And I might add, nor even your 
ruling Elders, who yet make ſo eſſential a Part 
of your eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution. Now theſe 
claſſical Preſbyteries have not only the Power 
to ordain the Miniſters of ſuch Congregations 
as are reſpectively under them, and upon that 
Account exerciſe the epiſcopal Authority ; but 
they have alſo a Right to take Cognizance of, 
and to correct, what is done irregularly in the 
congregational or parochial Elderſhips (5) ; and 
conſequently exerciſe the very ſame Power, which 
is delegated by the Biſhops to their Archdeacons. 
Again, the provincial or national Aſſembly 
takes Cognizance of what is done in the claſ- 
ſical Preſbyteries (c), and therefore acts with 
an Authority equal to that of our Archbiſhops. 
And if the Moderators and Aſſeſſors are for the 
ſame Purpoſe to theſe Aſſemblies, that Chan- 
cellors are to the Biſhops, then have ſome diſ- 
ſenting Churches, at leaſt, the ſame Offices as 
thoſe of Archbiſhops, Archdeacons and Chan- 
cellors, though exerciſed by Perſons under dif- 
ferent Denominations. And if the Scripture 
affords any Reaſon to believe, that there were 
ſuch Offices as thoſe of Deans, Prebends, and 
Canons, in the Miniſtry of the Church, even in 
the Apoſtles Days, then will it be a ſufficient 
Juſtification for the continuing ſuch in it at 
preſent. Now we learn from the Acts of the 
Apoſtles, and ſome of St. Paul's Epiſtles, that 

It 


1 (a) Vindic. of Preſb. Govern. &c. at the End. 

(5) Did. p. 3. (e) Laud's Introd. in Dr. Nichols 

_ and Heylin's Hiſtory of the Preſbyterians, Lib. 5. 
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it was cuſtomary for the Apoſtles to ordain Paſ- 
tors in thoſe Churches which had been converted 
by them; who had not only the Feeding, but 
the Overſight of the Flocks in their Abſence; 
yet acting in the Diſcharge of this Truſt under 
their Direction. Such Paſtors we find from 
Acts xx. 17, 28. to have been in the Church 
of Epbeſus. And St. Paul directs his Epiſtle to 
the Philippians, to the Saints in Chriſt Jeſus, 
which are at Philippi, with the Biſhops and 
Deacons. - Theſe Biſhops I ſhall have Occaſion 
to prove, not to have been of equal Rank or 
Authority with thoſe who are called Biſhops at 
preſent 3 but to have been only Preſbyters, or 
Prieſts of the ſecond Order in the Miniſtry; and 
conſequently, the Prebends and Canons in our 

capitular Churches, may not improperly be ſup- 
8 to owe their Inſtitution and Continuance 
from hence. Over theſe again, there was a 

Preſident, not of a ſuperior but equal Rank with 
themſelves; who had this Preheminence, only 
for the more regular Diſpatch of their Buſi- 
neſs (a). Like unto whom is a Dean in our 
Chapters. And notwithſtanding, in after Times, 
ſuch Preſident, from the preciſe Number the 
Clergy of his Church may have been limited to, 
has been diſtinguiſned by the Name of Decanus 
or Dean, and the Clergy compoſing the Chap- 
ters, from the different Manner in which their 
Subſiſtence was allowed them, have been called 
either Prebends or Canons (5), the Change of 
the Name ought to be looked upon as of no 

great Import, if the Inſtitutions are the ſame. 
But to proceed, 


D 4 As 


(a) Vid. Bezam. 1 Tim. v. 22. (b) See Dr. Nichol/s 
Annot upon the AR of Uniformity of King Charles II. 
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As to that Text of St. Paul, What have [ to 
do with them that are without (a) ? Whereby you 
would prove the Church of England to act con- 
trary to the Church of Chriſt, in extending its 
Authority over thoſe who never belonged ta it; 
Mr. White has ſhewed it to be nothing to your 
Purpoſe ; becauſe it does not relate to Chriſtians 
under a Juriſdiction diſtin& from that of St. 
Paul; but to thoſe who were no Chriſtians at 
all, to Heathens unconverted. And he has 
moreover obſerved, that there is nothing more 
marvellous in the Church of England's excom- 
municating ſuch as were de Fure Members of it, 
though they would not be ſo de Fago, than in 
the States paſſing a Sentence of Outlawry againſt 
ſuch offending Members, as had fled from it 
without any viſible Intent of ever returning to 
it again. | 
In the next Place, you ſay, that tbe Rod with 
which the Church of Chriſt chaſtiſes its Delin- 
quents, is ſpiritual, and not carnal; but the Rod 
of the Church of England, is carnal, and not ſpi- 
ritual, But how is this proved ? Why, becauſe 
the excommunicated Member is delivered over to 
the Civil Arm, to humble and chaſtiſe him. How- 
ever, if this be a Fault, it is a Fault not pecu- 
liar to the Church of England. For in the 
Church of Geneva, as conſtituted by Calvin him- 
ſelf, we find it ordered, that if @ Man ſtood 
excommunicate, or in Contempt againſt the Cen- 
ſures of the Church for the Space of a Twelve- 
month, he was to ſuffer a whole Year's Baniſb- 
ment by the Decree of the Senate (b), which was, 


I think, 


or. v. 12. () Heylin's Hiſt. of Preſb. 


Lib. 1. Sect. 2. and Unreaſonableneſs of Seper. Lib. z. 
Sect, 32. 


[41] 
I think, the Civil Arm of that State. In Cal- 
vin's Opinion, therefore, we ſee it was allow- 
able to deliver over to the Civil Arm, to humble 
and chaſtiſe them who ſtood excommunicate, , or 
in Contempt againſt the Cenſures of the Church, 
But if the Church of England does deliver over 
to the Civil Arm (as you have choſe invidiouſly 
to expreſs it) the excommunicated Member to be 
bumbled and chaſtiſed, it is a plain Confeſſion 
that it does not look upon ſelf, as having any 
Power to meddle with him as to his Civil Pro- 
perties and Rights, any more than the Church 
of Chriſt originally did. The Rod of the ſpi- 
ritual Rulers of this Church, as it ought to be 
of thoſe of all other Churches, is merely ſpiri- 
tual, and can affect Perſons only in their fpirt- 
tual Capacities. But if any temporal Inconve- 
nience follows the ſpiritual Awardsof the Church, 
it is, it muſt be, only from the Authority of the 
Civil Powers; who may certainly, if they pleaſe, 
enact, that thoſe Perſons ſhall be deprived alſo 
of the Privilege and Protection of theit State, 
who have rendered themſelves unworthy to be | 
continued Members of a Chriſtian Society. God 1 
long ago promiſed that Civil Rulers ſnould be | 
nurſing Fathers and nur/ing Mothers of his Church. 
And as ſuch, it is their Duty to endeavour, by | 
the Aid and Interpoſition of their Authority, | 
to keep it in Purity and Peace. In Purity, againſt 


the open or ſecret Deſigns of the Heretical ; In 
Peace, againſt all Attempts of the Refractory and 
Contumacious, the Gainſaying and Diſobedient. 
To what you have objected, concerning Com- 
mutation of Penance, Mr. Hhite has obſerved, 
that allowing it not to be ſtrictly and eccleſiaſti- 
cally right; yet a pecuniary Penalty may be 
ſuch as the preſent State of Things would beſt 
7” admit 
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admit of. That it was, however, a Penalty; 
which was better than none at all, and letting 
Offenders eſcape, as may be commonly done 
among you, without Penance or Commutation 
either (a). 

To your next Objection, which had been 
made before by Mr. Pierce, viz. that ſome of 
the moſt ſacred Ads of ſpiritual Juriſdiction, its 
ſolemn Cenſures and Excommunications, are exerciſed 
in the Church of England by unconjecrated and mere 
Laymen, Mr. White has alſo replied, That Lay- 
Chancellors act by an Authority derived from 
their Biſhops, and in Matters of Excommuni- 
cation only declare, as Civilians, what is Law, 
the Sentence being pronounced, as well in 
Court as at Church, by eccleſiaftical Perſons ; 
and conſequently. they are not ſo irregular, as 
Laymen being permitted, in your Churches, to 
occupy the Place of Paſtors in ſettled Congre- 
gations, ſometimes for Years together, before 
their pretended Ordination. Nay, much - leſs 
ſo, than your Lay-Elders, who, though pretty 
much upon a Footing as to Scripture Warrant 
and Authority, yet exerciſe the Power of the 
Keys in another guiſe ſort of Manner than is 
done by our Lay-Chancellors : For they fit and 
have equal Vote with the Paſtors, in all Buſi- 
neſs, both in making of new Laws, and in 
executing the old: Jointly with them, they 
ſuſpend from the Lord's Table, they excom- 
municate; and they do it too by a Power 
which is ſuppoſed inherent and properly their 
own (5). Were then the admitting Laymen 
to exerciſe any ſpiritual Authority ſufficient to 

render 


(a) Mr. White's 3 Lett. p. 232. (5) 1bid. p. 229. 
and 2 Def. p. 96, 97. ED : | g 
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render any Church unlike to the Church of 
Chriſt, your own, wherein it is fundamentall 
allowed to Lay men to execute the higheſt In- 
ſtances of it, can certainly bear no Sort of Re- 
ſemblance to it. 8 

Tbe next Compariſon you make, between 
the Church of Chriſt and the Church of Eng- 
land, is, that the Church of England props itſelf 
on every Side with Civil Dignities and Emoluments, 
intrenches itſelf deep under Shelter of penal Laws, 
Sc. Whereas the Church of Chriſt never owed its 
Support (it ſcorned to owe its Propagation and 
Support) to the Powers, Preferments, and Riches 
of the World. That the Church of Chriſt did 
not owe its Propagation (which by the Bye you 
have preſſed into your Service here, though 
quite foreigh ro the Argument in Hand) to the 
Aſſiſtance or Support of the Civil Powers, is 


very true. And it is a very ſtrong Evidence 
of the internal Excellence of the Chriſtian Re- 


ligion (and it was undoubtedly deſigned as ſuch) 
that it was able to prevail in the World, not 
only without the Countenance of the Powers of 
the World, hut. even againſt the moſt violent 
Diſcouragement they could lay in its Way. 
Fer, for the firſt three Centuries, the Church 
met with no Civil Magiſtrate, who took any 
Notice of it, unleſs it were to oppreſs and per- 
ſecure it. But when it had made its Way, not · 
withſtanding, in great Meaſure throughout the 
World, it does not ſeem then to have ſcorned 
the Support and Favour of the Civil Rulers, 
when it was ſo happy as to get them on its Side. 
For when, in the Beginning of the fourth Cen- 


tury, Conſtantine the Roman Emperor became 


Chriſtian, it very readily put itſelf under the 
a Shelter 
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. Shelter of his Authority, and thankfully re- 
ceived whatever Favours he was pleaſed to con- 
fer. And ſo far did he then Intereſt himſelf 
in the Affairs of the Church, without its ever 
being reproached, ſo far as appears, for ſub- 
mitting to it, that he called himſelf the Biſhop 
of thoſe Things which concerned the external 
Polity of it (a). And it appears from the Life 
of that Emperor, and the Tranſactions of the 
Church during his Reign, that it did then as 
deeply intrench itſelf under the Shelter of his 
Edicts, as the Church of England does now un- 
der the Authority of the Civil Powers of this 
Nation. And as to Civil Dignities and Emo- 
luments, there were ſome very conſiderable, 
confirmed to the Biſhops and Clergy by that 
Emperor; ſuch as the Liberty for Perſons to 
appeal to the Judgment of the Biſhops, even in 
Civil Cauſes, though the Proceſs had been be- 
gun before another Judge. And the Exemp- 
tion of the Clergy, from ſerving any publick 
Offices of the State (5). But that Diſtinction 
which / on/tantine made, in calling himſelf Biſhop 
of thoſe Things which concerned the external 
Polity of the Church, and his executing that 
Authority being freely ſubmitted to by the 
Biſhops of thoſe Times, without any Kind of 
Remonſtrance againſt ir, as' an undue or un- 
ſcriptural Uſurpation, do plainly ſhew that it 
was the Opinion of the ſpiritual Rulers of the 
Church, if not from the Beginning, yet at leaſt 
then, that the temporal Government of it does 
belong to the Chriſtian Sovereigns of all States, 
| whenever 
(a) Eaxſebius in the Life of Conſtantine. [5) See 


the Life of the ſame Emperor, in Du Pin's Nouvelle Bi- 
* Gliatheq. | 
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whenever they pleaſe to take it upon them: And 
moreover, afford an eaſy and proper Solution 
to that Difficulty, which in the laſt Place you 
think ſo great, that the Perſon who ſhould ſolve 
it, would, in your Opinion, merit the higheſt 
Dignity in the Church, viz. how to reconcile 
our King or Queen being ſupreme Head of this 
Church, with that ſovereign Authority Chriſt 
hath over the Whole. You have throwed to- 

ether ſeveral Texts of Scripture to prove, that 
Feſus Chriſt is the only -ſupreme Head of his 
Church; and I might, with as much Pro- 
priety, ſelect ſeveral others which declare God 
to be ſovereign Ruler over all the World ; and 
very gravely aſk you, How thecalling our Kings 
or Queens in all Cauſes Civil Supreme, can be 
conſiſtent with that ſovereign Power which God 
hath over all? and very quaintly tell you, that 
you would deſerve to be made Prime Miniſter, 
if you could but do it. I ſuppoſe you would 
Anſwer (for I do not know what elſe you would) 
that, though with Reſpe& to their People, and 
all foreign Potentates, they were thus Supreme; 
yet with Reſpect to God, they were ſtill Subor- 
dinate, and were only his Miniſters. In like 
Manner it may be ſaid, that, though in Regard 
to the external Polity of this Church, and all 
foreign Prelates' and Powers, they are in all 
Cauſes eccleſiaſtical Supreme ; yet with Regard 
to Chriſt they are ſtill Subordinate z and have, 
under him, only the Tutelage and Protection 
of that Part of his Church which is in their 


Dominions. And notwithſtanding our Kings 


or Queens are the ſupreme Heads of this Church, 
yet it is only ſo far as the external Polity of it 
is concerned; for they really exerciſe no greater 

| Authority 
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Authority over it, as it is co- extended with 
their Dominions, than Conſtantine did over the 
Chriſtian, ſo far as it was then co- extended with 
his Empire. 

Lou have alledged ſome Authorities to prove, 
that our Kings and Queens have really exerciſed 
a far greater, even a ſpiritual, Juriſdiction over 
this Church; the Validity of which I ſhall 
now examine. But before 1 proceed, I can bur 
obſerve, that if the Church of England does owe 
its Support to the Powers of the World, and 
intrenches itſelf deep under Shelter of penal 
Laws, your Churches do the very ſame. For 
you boaſtingly tell us, that the very Authority, 
upon which alone our Church reſts, hath allowed 
you to ſet up your ſeparate Churches for Worſhip ; 
and hath taken thoſe Churches, and the Worſhip 
performed in them, under its immediate Protection 
and Care (a). And if the Service of the Church 
of England is ſecured by penal Laws, that of 
= yours is ſo likewiſe. For, by the Act of Tole- 

ration, a Penalty of twenty "Eck is laid upon 
any Perſon who ſhall be convicted of having 
diſturbed you in the Performance of it. And 
if the Clergy of the Church of England are ex- 
empred from ſerving publick Offices by the 
Act of Toleration, ſo are your Miniſters. Now 
if it be juſtifiable for your Churches to put them- 
ſelves thus under the immediate Protection and 
Care of the Civil Authority, and under tbe 
Shelter of penal Laws, How can you confiſtently 
reproach our Church, for having done the 
ſame ? But as for any other penal Laws, which 
concern it in other Reſpects, (if any ſuch there 
are) you have, I think, made it plainly appear, 
thar 
(a) Diſſ. Gent, 3 Lett. p. 2. 
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that they are neither very terrible nor effectual. 
Since you have convinced the World, that a 
Perſon may take the Liberty notwithſtanding to 
call it; ith Impunity, and that too in the moſt 
public Manner, a Conſtitution of a quite dif- 
ferent Nature from the. Church of Chriſt (a), 
that is, in other Words, n&&Chriſtian Church j 
at all. But to return to the Examination of © 2 | 
the Validity of thoſe Authorities you have pro- Ip. 
duced, in order to prove, that our Kings and | 
Queens have a Power to exerciſe even a ſpiri- 
tual Juriſdiction over this Church. The firſt 
that you give us is, from two Acts of Parlia- 
ment made in the Reign of Henry VIII. from 
whence you have made the following Extract, 
viz. that the King or Queen is ſupreme Head, 
% veſted with all Power to exerciſe all Manner 
of eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction; and Archbiſhops, 
Biſhops, Archdeacons, and other eccleſiaſtical 
Perſons, have no Manner of Juriſdiction ec- 
cleſiaſtical, but by and under the King's 
Majeſty, who hath full Power and Authority 
to hear and determine all Manner of Cauſes 
eccleſiaſtical, and to reform and correct all 
Vice, Sin, Hereſies, Enormities, Abuſes 
whatever, which, by any Manner of ſpiritual 
Authority or Juriſdiftion, ought or may 
lawfully be reformed.” Now it plainly ap- 
pears, from the very ſeventeenth Act of the 
37th of Henry VIII. from whence you have in 
great Meaſure made your Extract, that all this 
was peculiarly levelled againſt the Uſurpations 
of the Biſhops of Rome, and regards not the 
ſpiritual, but temporal Government only of 


the Church, which they had unjuſtifiably taken 
| | upon 
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upon them to execute, independent of the Civil 
Power, and that too, to a Degree greatly de- 
trimental, not only to the Prerogative of the 
Crown, but alſo to the Civil Rights of the 
People. No more therefore is given to the 
Civil Power in theſe Acts, than what properly 
belonged to it. For the ſpiritual Part of the 
Church hawing no temporal Authority over the 
Perſons, the Liberties, or Property of its Mem- 
bers, ſeveral groſs Enormities might be com- 
mitted, for the preventing of which, it could 
apply no effectual Remedy. Several might fall 
into very pernicious Hereſies. What are the 
ſpiritual Rulers to do in ſuch Caſes? It may be 
ſaid, they have the Power of Excommunication 
in them: Very true, But what will this avail 
with thoſe who have excommunicated them- 
ſelves already ; and conſequently deſpiſe all the 
Terrors of it ; and might, notwithſtanding, not 
only continue in their Errors themſelves, but 
alſo endeavour to propagate them, by drawing 
others into them. Again, others may live in 
open and ſcandalous Immoralities; the ſpiritual 
Rulers and Paſtors have, indeed, the Power to 
remonſtrate and rebuke them for them, and upon 
continued Incorrigibility, may excommunicate. 
But, alas! What Effect would this have with 
determined and abandoned Sinners, who are not 
to be wrought upon by the Glories, nor awed 
by the Terrors, of a future State? Here then it 
is the Civil Magiſtrate only, who, by his Au- 
thority, can give a Check to ſuch Licentiouſneſs, 
either in Opinion or Practice, by ſuper- adding 
ſuch temporal Penalties, ever moſt effectual 
with ſuch Men, as ſhall ſeem moſt meet for 
that Purpoſe. So that they who wear this 
| Crown, 
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Crown, and who have the executive Authorit' 
of all 'the Laws, both Eccleſiaſtical and Civil, 
veſted in them, may very properly be ſaid to 
have full Power and Authority, to do from Time 
to Time all that is mentioned in your Extract, 


— 


without any Diminution of, or Encroachment 


upon, the ſpiritual Power of this Church. 

The next Proof you produce of our King's 
having exerciſed a ſpiritual Authority over this 
Church, is, becauſe our firſt reformed Biſhops 
took out Licence to ordain; from whence you 
would have it inferred, that they received their 
very ſpiritual Power to ordain, from the Civil 
Magiſtrate (a). That there were ſuch Licences 
granted is very true; but that no ſpiritual Power 
was deſigned to be conveyed to them thereby, 
but rather that temporal Juriſdiction over their 
reſpective Dioceſes, which properly belonged 
to the King, is manifeſt: In the firſt Place, from 
the ſeveral Proviſions made concerning the Or- 
dination of Biſhops; for in the twentieth Act 
of the twenty- fifth Year of Henry VIII. there 
is recital made of a foregoing Statute, whereby 
it had been ordained, that if any Perſon, pre- 
ſented by the King to the See of Rome, for a 
Biſhoprick in England, be there delayed, he may 
be conſecrated by an Archbiſhop in England : Again, 
F one preſented to the See of Rome for an Arch- 
biſboprick in England, be there letted, he may be 
conſecrated by two Biſbops in England: But it is 
enacted in this, that when any Biſhop had been 
duely elected to any Biſhoprick, and made the 
uſual Oath and Fealty to the King, that then 
the King. By his Letters Patents under his 
„ great Seal, ſhall ſignify the ſaid Election to 

3 the 
(a) 1 Lett. p. 30. | 
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the Archbiſhop and Metropolitane of the 
Province, where the See of the ſaid Biſhoprick 
* was void, if the See of the ſaid Archbiſhop 
& be full and not void, and if it be void, then 
e to any other Archbiſhop within this Realm, 
or in any other the King's Dominions, re- 
quiring and commanding ſuch Archbiſhop, 
to whom any ſuch Signification ſhall be made, 
to confirm the ſaid Election, and inveſt and 
© conſecrate the ſaid Perſon ſo elected, to the 
Office and Dignity he is elected unto, and 
to give and Uſe to him all ſuch Benedictions, 
Ceremonies, and: other Things requiſite to 
e the ſame:” Alſo, when an Archbiſhop had 
been duely elected to an Archbiſhoprick, after 
the uſual Oath and Fealty made, then the King 
in Manner and Form aforeſaid, was to ſignify 
the ſaid Election To one Archbiſhop and two 
„ Biſhops, or elſe to four Biſhops within this 
„Realm, or any other the King's Dominions, 
Sc. commanding them with all Speed and 
5 Celerity to confirm the ſaid Election, and to 

«© inveſt and conſecrate the ſaid Perſon ſo elec- 
ted, to the Office and Dignity he is elected 
unto, and to give and uſe to him ſuch Pall, 
Benedictions, Ceremonies, and all other 
Things requiſite for the ſame.” Now, if 
King Henry VIII. had ever imagined, that he 
had, in himſelf, the Power to ordain, or thought 
he could by Commiſſion delegate it to others, 
How came he to apply to the Biſhops of Rome, 
ior the Ordination of his Biſhops ; Or, how came 
he to iſſue out his Letters Patent to Arch- 
biſhops and Biſhops, to inveſt and conſecrate 
others, and to give and uſe to them all Benedic- 
lions, Ceremonies, and other Things requifite for 
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the ſame ? Why did he not, Jeroboam like, at 
once-conſecrate, by his own Authority, whom- 
ſoever he would to ſuch Offices? But as this, 
it ſeems, was what he never once attempted, 

it carries a plain Confeſſion with it, that he did 
not believe any ſuch Power to belong to him, 
and, conſequently, that he could never have de- 
2 to convey it to others by his Commiſſion. 
But if, 

In the next Place, he is ſuppoſed to have 
claimed this Authority only in the Ordination 
of the Miniſters of inferior Orders; I then ſay 
it is very extraordinary, that we do not meet 
with ſo much as one ſingle Inſtance of any Per- 
ſon's being admitted to a Benefice with Cure of 
Souls without epiſcopal, but merely upon the 
King's, or his Vicegerent Cromwels, Ordina- 
tion; though you have ſo peremptorily aſſert- 
ed, that this very Power of Ordination was once 
delegated to him; “and that by the Conſtitu- 

tion and Law of England (but by what par- 
« ticular Part of it you have not been pleaſed 
eto point out) this Layman had then as much 
„ Authority to ordain as any Biſhop in the 
© Realm; and that any Prieſt whom he had 
& ordained, would have been as much a Mi- 
„ niſter in the Church of England, and his Mi- 
s niſtration as valid, as if all the Biſhops of the 
« Realm had laid their Hands upon him (a).“ 
But probably this Authority delegated to Lord 
Cromwell, which you have here made ſo much 
. of, candidly conſidered, would be found never 
to have been intended to authoriſe him to or- 
dain, but only to overlook the Biſhops, in the 
Buſineſs of Ordination, whoſe Attachment to 

E 2 the 


(a) Diſſent. Gent, 3 Lett. p. 62. 
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the Pope's Supremacy might then have been 
ſuſpected. Rapin acquaints us, that Henry the 
VIIIch was fo jealous of his Supremacy, that 
he neglected nothing to ſupport it (5). And 
undoubtedly one effectual Method to ſupport it, 
was, to take eſpecial Care that none might be 
admitted to any holy Function in the Church, 
but ſuch as, upon due Examination, were found 
ſincerely to acknowledge it. Lord Cromwe!! 
therefore, whom he had made his Vicegerent, 
or Vice-General, in eccleſiaſtical Matters, was to 
ſee that this was punQually obſerved. But his 
other Engagements preventing him from giving 
his perſonal Attendance ſo often as it was ne- 
ceſſary, the Biſhops did repreſent it to the King, 
requeſting that this Buſineſs might be intruſted 
to them, that they might not be delayed in or- 
daining Perſons to the Miniſtry, by waiting for 
the Leiſure of thoſe, whoſe other Employments 
would not permit them to attend upon it. Upon 
which, Commiſſions for this Purpoſe were 
granted to. ſuch Biſhops as the King might 
think moſt firmly attached to his ſupre- 
macy. And what confirms this to be really 
the Truth of the Caſe, is, becauſe we hear, [ 
think, no more of thoſe Commiſſions, when 
the reformed Liturgy was eſtabliſhed, and the 
Oath of Allegiance. and Supremacy inſerted in 
the Offices of Ordination, to be adminiſtered to 
all thoſe who came for holy Orders, before they 
were admitted to them. But to argue, that 
thoſe Biſhops received from thoſe Commiſſions 
their ſpiritual Authority to ordain is very ex- 
traordinary : Becauſe thoſe Biſhops, as Biſhops, 
kad this Aurhority, even from the very Foun- 
ny dation 
(5) Vol. 1. p. $24. Col. 2. 
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dation of the Church, before ever thoſe Com- 
. miſſions were granted; whereby they were only 
permitted to exerciſe it, free from thoſe impe- 
diments, which, for Reaſons of State, they were 

ſubject to before. | 
In the next Place you infer from their Supre- 
macy, that the King or Queen of this Church 
% (as you are pleaſed to expreſs yourſelf) hath 
„ Power to excommunicate from, or to read- 
„ mit into it, independent of, yea, in direct 
„ Oppoſition to, all its Biſhops and Clergy. 
The King or Queen revoke, if they pleaſe, 
any ſpiritual Cenſures of the Biſhops or Arch- 
biſhops; yea, can ſuſpend, deprive, or even 
excommunicate themſelves; or can, by their 
* Proclamation only, without the leaſt Con- 
c feſſion, Humiliation, or Satisfaction for their 
© Offence, pardon and reſtore excommunicated 
«© Perſons, the vileſt Offenders, to the Churches 
* Boſfom again.” The only Authority you 
have given, in Support of all theſe ſeveral Af(- 
ſertions, is that of a Par/on, who was deprived for 
Adultery ; afterwards a general Pardon came, which 
pardoned the Adultery, it was adjudgd, that the 
Parſon was, ipſo Fatlo, reſtored to bis Benefice (a). 
Bur, let your Authorities be what they will, 
you are miſtaken in that Inference, you would 
draw from thence, that the Kings or Queens 
of the Nation have too great a Share in the ſpi- 
ritual Authority of this Church. And this your 
Miſtake proceeds, from your blending and con- 
founding thoſe Things together, which are in 
their Natures moſt diſtinct and ſeparate; 1 mean 
the Spiritual and Temporal Power in the Go- 
vernment thereof; the one belonging to the 
30 Rulers 

(a) Diſſent. Gent. 1 Lett p. 31. 
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Rulers and Paſtors which Chriſt has appointed, 
the other to the Rulers of the People. Now, 
by the Laws of this State, there are temporal 
Penalties annexed, in many Caſes, to the Cen- 
ſures of the Church, which the Kings or Queens 
of this Realm, who are in all Cauſes, as well 
eccleſiaſtical as civil, ſupreme, can remit, if they 
pleaſe, in the ſame Manner they can pardon 
Offences againſt any other Laws of the State. 
But to infer from thence, that thoſe Perſons 
who have thoſe temporal Penalties remitted to 
them, are, upon Account thereof, reſtored to the 
Churches Boſom, that is, are cleared from the 
ſpiritual Penalties they are ſubject ro from the 
Cenſures of it, is juſt as proper as it would be 
to maintain, when the King pardons a Perſon 
convicted of Murder, or any other Crime, 
whereby he had offended againſt God, as well 
as againſt the State, that ſuch Criminal, by that 
Act of the King, is reſtored to the Favour of 
God, and intitled to his Pardon. | 
To the ſame Fault, of blending and confound- 
ing thoſe Things together which are in them- 
ſelves moſt diſtinct and ſeparate, is owing, alſo, 
that erroneous Notion you entertain, of what is 
to be underſtood by our Conſtitution in Church 
and State ; that, nothing elſe can be meant there- 
by, than that Order or Form of Government, re- 
ſpecting all Perſons and Things, which is eftabliſh- 
ed by the Laws and Cuſtoms of this Realm (a). 
For they are really two diſtinct States, to each 


of which the Word Conſtitution is to be ſepa- 


rately applied. And it is no improper or un- 
uſual Way of ſpeaking, when the ſame Word 
is applicable to different Members of the ſame 

| Sentence, 


(a) Diſſ. Gent. 3 Letter, p. 21. 
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Sentence, to uſe it but once, in order to avoid 
Prolixity or Tautology. The Conſtitution then, 
in State, implies that excellent and happy Form 
of Government, whereby we are governed in 
what regards our Civil Capacities; and the 
Conſtitution in Church, that truely Apoſtolical 
Church, eſtabliſned in this Nation, whereby we 
are governed guided and directed in our Spiri- 
tual. Over the Church, ſo far as the external 
or temporal Government of it is concerned, 
as well as over the State, the Kings or Queens 
of this Realm are ſupreme; and by the Laws 
and Cuſtoms of this Nation, they have the ſame 
Authority over the one as they have over the 
other. As the Parliament, which is compoſed 
of the Nobility and Repreſentatives of the Peo- 
ple, cannot meet without their Conſent or Per- 
miſſion, and even, when aſſembled, they have a 
Power to put a Stop to the Proceeding thereof, 
by proroguing or diſſolving at their Pleaſure; 
ſo is it with regard to the Convocation, the 
Conſtituents whereof are the Biſhops and Re- 
preſentatives of the Clergy: The Kings or 
Queens only have the Power to convene them, 
and, when aſſembled, if they are engaged upon 
Buſineſs they have Reaſon to diſapprove of, if, 
upon ſignifying their Diſpleaſure, they do not 
deſiſt, they can diſſolve them if they pleaſe. 
And in this conſiſted the whole Affair concern- 
ing Mr. V biſton, which you have made ſo 
much of. The Convocation, then ſitting, was 
going to call him to account for ſome erroneous 
Opinions; the Queen apprehending that great 
Diſturbance might enſue in the Civil State of 
Affairs, if this Buſineſs ſhould be proceeded 
in to Extremity, required them to deſiſt. They, 

| 4 as 
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as they ought to do, obeyed, and ſo the Affair 
was dropt. If the Queen did no more upon 
this Occaſion, what warrantable Grounds had 
you to aſſert, that by this Act ſhe declared what 
was Hereſy or not Hereſy? When it does not 
appear, that ſhe either directly or indirectly de- 
clared any Thing concerning it. All that can 
fairly be inferred from this whole Tranſaction 
is, that, for prudential Reaſons, ſhe did not 
Care to have this Matter proceeded in any far- 
ther, when the Minds of the People were but 
too much divided and imbittered againſt each 
other by Party already (4). 


(a) That this was all the Queen intended may be col- 
lefted from Mr. #;//on's Memoirs, &c. of Dr. Clark, 
pages 30, zi, where he ſays, that before the Publication 
of Dr. Clark's Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, there was 
a Meſſage ſent him from Lord Godolphin, and ſome others 
of Queen Annc's Miniſters, that the Affairs of the Publick 
were with Difficulty then kept In the Hands of thoſe 
that were for Liberty; that it was, therefore, an unrea- 
* ſonable Time for the Publication of a Book that would 
« make a great Noiſe and Diſturbance ; and that, there- 
fore, they deſired him to forbear till a fitter Opportunity 
6 ſhould offer itfelf.” And he, moreover, lets us know, 
that a parallel Meſſage had been ſent himſelf a few Years 
earlier, from the ſame Lord Godolphin, in order to put a 
Stop to the Publication of his Account of the Primitive 
Faith, concerning the Trinity and Incarnation. But when 
neither of theſe Gentlemen could be prevailed -upon not 
to publiſh their Notions ; the Queen, thereupon, thus ex- 
preſſed herſelf to her Parliament. April 5, 1710, that 

She could heartily wiſh, that Men , Study to be 
« quiet and do their own Buſineſs. rather than buſy them- 
« ſelves in reviving Queſtions and Diſputes of a very high 
„Nature, and which could only tend to foment, but not 
% to heal, our Diviſions and Animoſities.” Which Words 
he always took to concern himſelf, and to be a Reflection 
on his reviving what has been called Arianiſm. | 


N. B. The Convocation called upon Mr. 1/Liften in 
March 1711. 


As 
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As to that Power the Kings of this Realm 
have, in other Particulats, exerciſed over the 
Affairs of this Church, it was no more than 
what was juſt and reaſonable, being no greater 
than what the Kings of Judab exerciſed over the 
Church of the Fews. David, when he had re- 
moved the Ark to Jeruſalem, made ſeveral new 
Diſpoſitions in the Service of the Prieſts and 
Levites (a). The ſame did Solomon when he 
had dedicated his Temple (3). Nay Solomon 
thruſt out Abiatbar from being Prieſt unto the 
Lord, becauſe he had followed Adonijab; and 
put Zadocł, one of a collateral Line, in his 
Room (c). But notwithſtanding the Kings of 
this Realm have a Power to depoſe Bi 
from their Biſhopricks, and to prohibit them 
from exerciſing their ſpiritual Functions in their 
Dominions; yet it does not follow from thence, 
that thoſe Biſhops are deprived of their ſpiritual 
Power. For if thoſe Exceptions, for which they 
had been depoſed, ſhould at any Time be re- 
moved, they would then be at Liberty freely 
to exerciſe their ſpiritual Functions, without 
being ordained ' anew. 5 85 | 
But to return to your Notion of our Conſti- 
tution in Church and State, that ovr Ecclefraſtical 
is really no other than a Branch or Limb of the 
Civil Conſtitution (d). And that zhis is quite a- 
greeable to the Sentiments of our firſt Reformers, 
the Founders and Framers of it, you ſay, appears 
from the Determinations of a ſelet# Aſſembly of 
them, convened at Windſor by King Edward VI. 
by whom” (as may be concluded from Archbiſhop 
| Cranmer*s Manuſcript) it was declared, That 
all 
(a) 1 Chron. xv. 16, 24, 25. () 2 Chron. viii. 14. 
e) 1 Kings ii. 27, 35. (4) Diff. Gent. 3 Lett. p. 20. 


58 

all Chriſtian Princes have committed to them, 
« immediately from God, the we Cure of 
d their Subjects, as well concerning the Ad- 
« miniſtration of God's Word for the Cure of 
« Soul, as concerning Things of political and 
« civil Governance. In both theſe Miniſtra- 
« tions, they muſt have ſundry Miniſters under 
« them, to ſupply that which is appointed to 
* their ſeveral Office. 

The Civil Miniſters under the King's Ma- 
« jeſty in this Realm, be thoſe whom it ſhall 
« pleaſe his Highneſs, for the Time, to put 
« in Authority under him; as for Example, 
« the Lord Chancellor, Lord Treaſurer, Lord 
« Admiral, Sc. 

The Miniſters of God's Word under his 
« Majeſty, be the Biſhops, Parſons, Vicars, 
* and ſuch other Prieſts as be appointed by his 
« Highneſs to that Miniſtration ; as for Ex- 
© ample, the Biſhop of Canterbury, the Biſhop 
« of Wincheſter, the Parſon of Coynwick, &c. 
+ All the ſaid Officers and Miniiters, as well 
ac of the one Sort as of the other, be appointed, 
« aſſigned and elected in every Place, by the 
« Laws and Orders of Kings and Princes.” 

Now, fo far is it from appearing, from this 
Extract, quite agrecable to the Sentiments of our 
firſt Reformers, the Founders and Framers of our 
ecclefraſtical Conſtitution, that it was no other 
than @ Branch or Limb of the Civil, that I 
cannot help thinking, an indifferent Perſon 
might have read it over very frequently, with- 
out ſo much as once conceiving that they had 
any ſuch Opinion concerning it. For, whereas 
it is ſaid, in the firſt Article of the Extract, in 
both theſe Miny/trations ; and allo, in the laſt, as 
8 L | | well 
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well of the one Sort as of the other ; two different 
Miniſtrations are plainly implied; the Mini- 
ſtration in the Church as one, the Miniſtration 
in the State as the other; without any Thing 
ſo intimately to connect them, as might rea- 
ſonably induce any one to believe, that they 
thought the one to depend upon the other for 
its very Eſſence and Frame. But if, by putting 
the Word whole, and the Cure of Soul in Ita- 
licks, you would inſinuate that they, in ſaying 
that Chriſtian Princes have committed to them 
by God the whole Cure of their Subjects con- 
cerning the Adminiſtration of God's Word for 
the Cure of Soul, intend to be underſtood, as 
if they thought that the ſpiritual Authority of 
our Miniſters was derived from the King; it is 
an injurious Inſinuation, being contrary to what 
appears to have been their Intention, through- 
out this whole Extract; which is explained, in 
the laſt Article of it but one; where they ſpeak 
of Biſhops, Parſons, Vicars, Perſons already 
duely ordained, and who, as ſuch, were only to 
be appointed by the King, according to the Laws 
and Orders of Kings and Princes, to the ſeveral 
Places, wherein they were to exerciſe their re- 
ſpective ſpiritual Functions; as the Prieſts and 
Levites, who had before received their Orders 
from God, were yet ſettled in their Courſes, by 
David and Solomon, both under the Tabernacle 
and under the Temple. In the next Place, in 
Order to prove that our ſupreme civil Magi- 
ſtrates have actually exerciſed a Power even in 
the ſpiritual Buſineſs of the Church, you tell us, 
that Queen Elizabeth compoſed a Prayer for the 
Uſe of a great Number of her Nobility and Gentry, 
as well as her common Soldiers and Sailors, in the 
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Expedition againſt Cadiz, direfing it to be uſed 
daily in every Ship (a). From whence you take 
upon you boldly, and, I might ade, ſomewhat 
unbecomingly, to preſume, that, by Virtae of 
her Supremacy, ſhe might, if ſbe had pleaſed (and 
that any future Queen may) compoſe Prayers for 
the Uſe of the: Archbiſhops, Biſhops, and all tbe 
| Clergy of the Land; and injoin their ſolemn Uſe 
every Sunday in the Church; and that the Uſe of 
Juch devout Feminine Compoſe tions, no Biſhop nor 
Priefts can, agreeable to our Conſtitution, in any 
<viſe refuſe (b). But ſurely, Sir, you could 
never be ſerious in pretending to preſume all 
this; for I cannot eaſily perſuade myſelf, that 
you are ſo very ignorant of the Nature of our 
Conſtitution, as not to know, that neither a 
King nor Queen of this Realm, by being in all 
Cauſes eccleſiaſtical ſupreme, can make a new 
. Ordinance, or change an old one in this Church, 
by their own Will and Authority, and oblige 
either Miniſters or People to obey it; any more 
than by being in all Cauſes civil ſupreme, they 
can of themſelves make a Law obligatory upon 
their Subjects. Their. Supremacy, in Church as 
well as State, conſiſting not in a legiſlative but 
Executive Authority only. But to ſhew, that 
you Gentlemen of the Diſſention are not very 
conſiſtent with one another; be it remembered, 
that when King James the firſt, after the Con- 
ference at Hampton Court, had by his Com- 
miſſion authoriſed the Archbiſhop of Canturbury, 
and others, to make ſome Alterations in the 
Liturgy, and, by his Proclamation only, re- 
quired them to be received; the Diſſenters then, 
for whoſe Sake they wcre mace, did not think 

that 

(a) 3 Letter, p. 22. 600 Ibid. 
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that the King had Authority to do this (a). 
But now you, When you think the Church of 
England may be pinched by ir, in direct Terms 
aſſert, that our Kings or Queens are all in all, 
and, agreeable to our F Conſtitution, have a Power 
to do every Thing; and that the Biſhops and 
Clergy, nay, and the People too, have nothin 
elſe to do, but reverently to receive ſuch Al- 
terations and Additions they ſhall, at any Time, 
pleaſe to make in the Service of the Church. 
But is not this, Sir, ſomewhat like blowing 
hot and cold out of the ſame Mouth, juſt as it 
ſeems beſt to ſuit your Occaſions? 

There are ſome few Things more I have to 
take Notice of ia this Section, which you have 
throwed together in the laſt Paragraph of it. 
Where you ſay, By our preſent Conſtitution 
e the King alone, or at leaſt by Conſent of 
0 Parliament, hath undoubted Power to divide 
the twenty-ſix Biſhopricks into as many Hun- 
dred; and thus to render them more like the 
Biſhopricks of the firſt Ages, when every 
„ Chriſtian Biſhop took the Overſight of no 
© more than he could perſonally know, and 
than could communicate at one Table.” As 
to its being lawful for our Civil Rulers to divide 
the twenty-ſix Biſhopricks, into as many as 
they pleaſe, I ſay, What then? What Inconve- 
nience can this be to the Church, ſo long as 
they ſhall be capable of judging what is expe- 
dient. But, that the Brifſhopricks of the firſt Aves 
were ſo ſmall, that every Chriſtian Biſhop took the 
Over/reht of no more than be could perſonally know, 
and than could communicate at one Table, is a 
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(a) Dr. Nic holi's Preface to his Paraph. on the Common 
Prayer, p. 7, 8. 
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Poſition that has been ſo judiciouſly, ſo learn - 
edly, and ſo fully proved to be falſe, by Biſhop 
Stilling fleet, in Anſwer to Mr. Baxter, that I 
never expected to have ſeen it advanced by any 
of you again (a). To that Author I ſhall 
therefore recommend you for your better Infor- 
mation, not only in this, but in moſt other 
Matters you have objected againſt the Church 
of England throughout your three Letters. 
Lou add, moreover, that the civil Rulers 
have a Power to new-frame the whole Order of 
publick Worſhip, to aboliſh its preſent Articles 
Ceremonies and Forms; and to ſubſtitute none at 
all, or quite new ones, in their Stead. Nay, while 
your Hand was in, you might have added a 
great deal more, even that they have a Power 
to caſt the Chriſtian Religion itſelf intirely from 
under their Protection, and to prohibit the free 
Exerciſe of it in their Dominions. But to what 
Purpoſe are ſuch Surmiſes as theſe? Though 
our civil Rulers may have this Power; Why 
ſhould we apprehend that they would, at all 
Times, do all that they have a Power to do, 
and act like mere inanimate Bodies, with their 
whole Force and Weight, without either Rea- 
fon or Judgment to direct them ? Bur allowing 
our civil Rulers to have a Power to do all that 
you have ſaid ; yet, I hope, I have made it ap- 
pear, from Archbiſhop Yake's State of the 
Church, that it never has been hitherto Cuſ- 
tomary for them to make any material Altera- 
tions in the State of this Church, either as to 
its Doctrine or Diſcipline, without the previous 
Conſent of the Miniſters of Chriſt, and Stewards 


of 


(a) Unreaſonableneſs. of Separation, Part III. Sect, 8, 
9, 10. 
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of the Myſteries of God (a), that is, the Biſhops 
and Clergy in Convocation aſſembled. 

Having now gone through your third Sec- 
tion, and taken Notice of every Thing that 
ſeemed to me material in it, I ſhall return to 
your ſecond, which is, 


Of the Sacramental Teſt. 


In the Beginning of this Section, you ſay, 
the Teſt Law injoins the Sacrament as a Mean, 
and with Intent, to diſcriminate and divide Chriſ- 
tians. But what Reaſon, what Foundation, 
could you have for ſaying ſo? When you could 
not but know, that they were divided ; nay, 
the very Nature of a Teſt does ſuppoſe, that 
there was a Diviſion amongft them before. 

In the Rubrick, after our Communion Ser- 
vice, which was eſtabliſhed by the Authority of 
the ſame Legiſlature, and that long before the 
Teſt Act was thought of, it is ordained, that 
every Pariſhioner ſhall communicate at leaſt 
three Times in the Year. From ſaying three 
Times in the Year at /eaft, it is manifeſt, that 
this Church looked upon it as a Duty incum- 
bent upon Chriſtians to receive the Communion 
more often; and therefore, when it is required 
of any Member of ir (for ſuch only it was ſup- 
poſed would: do it) to communicate, upon be- 
ing admitted to a Poſt in the Government, it is 
really no more than what he ought to have done 
without. There is, conſequently, no more 
Foundation in reaſon for ſaying, that it is 4 
Proſtitution and Perverſion of this holy Sacrament, 
to require Perſons to receive it upon being ad- 


mitted 
(a) 1 Cor, iv. 1. 
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mitted to a Poſt, under the Penalty of forfeit- 
ing it, than there is in ordering, that they ſhall 
receive it three Times in the Year, at leaſt, un- 
der Penalties of another Sort. 

In the next Place you tell us, that you had 
before objected, that, by the Force of this 
C Act, Multitudes of needy Perſons are com- 
< pelled to come to the Lord's Table.“ Why 
Perſons that are needy ought not to be obliged 
to come to the Lord's Table, as often as others, 
I own I cannot ſee the Reaſon. But, however 
this may be, theſe needy Perſons muſt be either 
of our own, or of the Communion of thoſe who 
diſſent from us. If they are of our own Com- 
munion, What greater Hardſhip is laid upon 
them by this Act, than there was before by the 
Rubrick, after the Communion Service, and 
the XX Iſt Canon; whereby they are required 
to receive the Sacrament, at leaſt three Times 
in the Year, and are liable to be preſented if 
they do not? You yourſelf, I preſume, will 
own it to be the Duty of every one, who pro- 
feſſes and calls himſelf a Chriſtian, to commu- 
nicate as frequently as he can: And can you 
then think it a reaſonable Exception againſt any 
Church, that it makes Ule of every Conſidera- 
tion to engage Mea to the frequent Performance 
of what is their Duty frequently to do ? Bur if 
your Concern is expreſſed for thoſe of your own 
Communion; Yet how are they compelled ? 
Why, not at all; for there is no Force or Com- 
pulſion uſed towards them; they are left in- 
tirely at their Liberty, whether they will com- 
municate with us or not. But from your uſing 
the Word compelled, a Stranger might have been 
induced to imagine, that they were to be driven 


to 
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to it with Whips and Scourges. Whereas, upon 
ſome temporal Conſiderations only, they do 
prevail with themſelves to receive the Sacrament 
in our Church; when, if left to their own 
Choice, they would probably have rather done 
it in their own, However, this their voluntary 
Compliance, together with ſeveral even of your 
Miniſters alſo ſubmitting, upon ſome certain 
Occaſions, to be ordained in our Church, and 
conforming, intirely to it, does plainly declare, 
that there are many among you, and that even 
of thoſe who ought to be reputed moſt learned 
and knowing in theſe Matters, who do not look 
upon thoſe Points, upon which your Schiſm 
was begun, and is ſtill continued, to be of that 
ſinful Nature, ſome may be perſuaded they are: 
For, ought it to be ſuppoſed, that thoſe of you, 
who either occaſionally communicate, or who 
wholly conform, do ir, though they think it ar 
the ſame Time to be a Sin? God forbid : I am 
perſuaded better Things of them, and Things which 
accompany Salvation. Where then is the Un- 
reaſonableneſs, where the Hardſhip, that 
Perſons, by a lawful Authority, ſhould be re- 
quired to receive the Sacrament in our Church, 
the doing of which they muſt be ſatisfied is no 
Sin | 

After this you endeavour to prove, what you 
had aſſerted in your firſt Letter, that the Prieſt 
has no Power to refuſe the Lerd's Supper to the 
vileſt Perſon that demands it as a Qualification for 
a Poſt; and this, by what you are pleaſed to 
call an equitable ( onftruftion of the Law called 
the Teſt; Upon which you argue in this Man- 
ner, „For the ſame Law, which requires, 
under ſevere Penalties, all Perſons in Poſts 


i to 
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“ to receive the Lord's Supper, according to 


% the Uſage of the Church of England, does, 


* by indilputable Conſequence, require ſome 


© one to give it.” 


Had you ſaid, that in enacting this Law, the 
Legiſlature did ſuppoſe, that there were ſome to 
adminiſter it, your Conſequence probably might 
then have been thought ro have been more 7ndi/- 


putable. For wheretore is it reaſonable to ima- 


gine, that thoſe who made that Law did think 
any particular Perſon's holding a Poſt to be of 
that indiſpenſible Conſequence, that former Acts 
muſt be deemed repealed, and that every Thing, 
right or wrong, mult give Way to it? Where 
is the Equitableneſs, ro conſtrue any Act. of 
Parliament, whereby an Obligation is expreſsly 
laid upon one Perſon, ſo as to oblige another, 
who is not ſo much as once mentioned in it? 
Perhaps, Sir, you would not have thought ſuch 
a Conſtruction at all equitable, had any but 
the Clergy of the Church of England been to 
have been affected by it. But, admitting that 
the Legiſlature in requiring, under ſevere Penal- 


ties, all Perſons in Poſts to receive the Lord's 


Supper, according to the Uſage of the Church of 


England, did alſo require ſome one of the Clergy 
to adminifter it, yet would not that Conſequence 

ou have drawn from it be logically true, viz. 
that, Therefore, whatever Power the Ru- 
ee brick gave the Curate to repel open and no- 
* torious evil Livers from the Table of the 
« Lord, before the Teſt Act took Place, in 
*« Caſes of Qualification, is now unqueſtionably 
“ ſuperſeded, and the Rubrick virtually re- 
e pealed;” for if it does require the Miniſter 
to give the Sacrameat to ſuch as are in Poſts, 


the 


9 
o 
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the more true and natural Conſequence certain- 
ly is, that it does require him to do it, accord- 
ing to the eſtabliſhed and known Rules of the 
Church, unleſs it gave ſome Directions to the 
contrary ; and not that the Power veſted in the 


| Miniſter by the Rubrick is ſuperſeded, and that 


the Rubrick itſelf, authoriſed by the Act of 
Uniformity, is virtually repealed. 

But in the latter End ot this Section you ac- 
quaint us, that “ all you plead for, in ſpeak- 
„ing againſt the Teſt, is the Removal of the 
„ Incapacity, under which you unjuſtly lie, the 
e breaking a diſgraceful Yoke, which the Teſt 
* hath put upon your Necks, and the Reſtoring 
* you to your native Freedom Honour and 
« Right.” But did not the epiſcopal Party lie 
under a more unjuſt Incapacity, and was not a 
much more diſgraceful Yoke laid upon their 
Necks by the folemn League and Covenant, 
during the Time that Preſbyrery, and Indepen- 
dency too, were in the Meridian of their Power ? 
Were not they, by that Teſt, deprived of their 
native Freedom Honour and Right ? And a Teſt 
was ſo far from being looked upon, by your 
Predeceſſots, as unjuſt or diſgraceful, when 
others were to be affected by it, that the folemn 
League and Covenant, which was toall Intents 
and Purpoſes a Teſt, paſt the then Aſſembly of 
Divines, as a Thing both /awful and pious (a). 
Have not all Chriſtian States a Right to eſta- 
bliſh which ſhall be the national Church of their 
reſpective Dominions; requiring all to conform 
unto it, who will hold any Poſt of Truſt or 
Profit in them? Has not the Republick of 
Holland, has not that of Geneva, done the ſame ? 

F 2 Do 

(a) Clarenden's Hiſt. of Rebell. Vol. 2. p. 374. 8vo. Edit. 
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Do they admit any to bear any Share in their 


civil Government, that do not conform to their 


national Church? What Reaſon then can there 
be, that the ruling Powers of this Nation ſhould 
not have the Liberty to do the ſame here; to 


retain the epiſcopal Form of eccleſiaſtical Go- 


vernment upon the Reformation, being that 
which this Nation had been accuſtomed to, from 
Time immemorial, and which alone, I may 
venture to ſay, was ever known in the Church 
for the firſt fifteen hundred Years (a)? Why 
muſt the Church eſtabliſhed by them be required 
to pull down its Fence, that Sectaries of all 
Denominations might ruſh in upon it, pull 
down, and trample under their Feet, at Plea- 
ſure? Nay, during the Time of the Ulurpa- 
tion, as either the Preſbyterians or Independents 
prevailed, the ſolemn League and Covenant was 
the Teit ; and a moſt crue] and iniquitous one 


was it too, directly levelled againſt the Mem- 


bers of the epiſcopal Church of England, not 
requiring them to ſubmit only to Things merely 
indifferent, but even to renounce the very fun- 
damental Article of all their eccleſiaſtical Diſci- 
pline, that is, the Government of the ſpiritual 
Part of the Church by Biſnops: As may be 
ſeen in the ſecond Article of it, as preſerved by 
Lord Clarendon, in his Hiſtory of the Rebel- 
lion (4). But Mr. Baxter, in his holy Com- 
monwealth, with regard to incapacitating thoſe 
who would not live in Communion with you, 
ſeems to propoſe incomparably harder Terms 
thin thoſe you complain of under the Church 


of 
(a) Monſ. Le Moyne's Letter, in Stilling fleet's Unreaſ. of 
Sep. p. 397. (4) Hiſtory of Rebell. Vol. 2. p. 374. 
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of England, ſo far as to diſqualify them, not 
only from holding any Poſt in the State, but 
to deprive them of the Liberty of voting even 
for a Member of Parliament ;- for in his 218th 
Theſis he ſays, No Man ſhould be ſo free in 
* our Commonwealth, as to be Chooſers of our 
Parliament Men or Magiſtrates, that live 
not in Chriſtian Order, and Eommunion for 
the ordinary worſhipping of God, under the 
% Diſcipline and Guidance of ſome faithful 
“ Paſtors, where ſuch are, either approved or 
e tolerated by the Magiſtrate ;** to the fame 
Effect ſpeaks he alſo in his 219th Theſis : His 
approved Paſtors are undoubtedly Preſbyterian ; 
and whom he means by the tolerated ones, he 
lets us know in his Explication of his 218th 
Theſis, where he ſays, It is not an Anabap- 
„ tiſt, nor an Independent, nor any upon ſuch 
* Kind of Differences I am mentioning the Ex- 
© cluſion of; but thoſe that are Members of 
„ no approved nor tolerated Church.” Here, 
we find, is a Proviſion made for the Admiſſion 
of Anabaptiſts and Independents, and others 
upon ſuch Kind of Differences into his Com- 
monwealth, but none for Members of the epiſ- _ 
copal Church ; which, the Authors of the Vin- 
dication of the Preſbyterial Government and 
Miniſtry have fairly informed us, had been ab- 
jured of old by their Covenant (a). And with 
what greater Tenderneſs ought we to expect to 
be treated by you at preſent, if we lay at your 
Mercy, who are pleaſed to look upon us as 
declaring ourſelves, before the World, the Offspring 
of a filthy withered old Harlot (b). You have 
not then the leaſt Reaſon to complain of the 
| F 3 Yoke 
(a) Vindication, &c. p. 12. (5) 3 Letter, p. 63. 
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Yoke the Teſt Act lays upon your Necks, when 
compared with that which your Predeceſſors 
thought both /awful and pious to be laid upon 
the Necks of others. For, notwithſtanding the 
preſent Teſt, you enjoy a full Liberty of Con- 
ſcience, - which was a Privilege not allowed by 
them to the epiſcopal Party. You are diſqua- 
lified at moſt only for holding a Poſt in the 
Government; whereas, upon Mr. Baxter's 
Syſtem, the Members of the epiſcopal Church 
were to be deprived even of the common Rights 
and Privileges of free-born Subjects. If Mr. 
Baxter's Principles be really juſt, you can 
have no Sort of Pretence or Plea for complain- 
ing; for, in his Explanation of his forecited 
218th Theſis, he furthermore ſays, that “they 
„ who excommunicate themſelves from Chriſ- 
&* tian Churches, can blame none but them 
« ſelves for it, and have no Reaſon to expect 
<* to be taken for Rulers or Chooſers in a Chriſ- 
©« tian Commonwealth ;” now this is reall 
the Caſe with you; you have actually excom- 
municated yourſelves by ſeparating from us; 
becauſe there never was any formal Sentence of 
Excommunication pronounced againſt you by 
our Church: For as to thoſe general Excom- 
munications, in ſome of our Canons, Biſhop 
Stilling fleet has ſhewed, from Lyndwoed, that, 
according to the Practice of Canon Law in Exg- 
land, a declaratory Sentence of the Judge was 
neceſſary, notwithſtanding the Excommunica- 
tion ipſo falt; and he makes it appear, that 
Mr. Baxter himſelf was of the ſame Opinion; 
who, in bis Plea for Peace, expreſſed himſelf 
thus, although we are excommunicated ipſo fatto, 
yet we are not bound ourſelves to execute their Sen- 

9 Bree: tence ; 


3 
tence; but may ſtay in Communion till they prove 
the Fats, and do the Execution on us themſelves by 
refuſing us (a): Having therefore excommuni- 
cated yourſelves, in Mr. Baxter's Judgment, you 
ſee, you have no Reaſon to expect to be taken 
either for Rulers or Chooſers. Be Ethe 

But as I have had Occaſion to refer to Mr. 
Baxter's Holy Commonwealth, there is one 
9 more I would beg Leave to make 
before I have done with it, and that is, from 
his 24th Theſis, where he ſays, that “the to- 
e Jerated Churches ſhall not be ſuffered to caſt 
«© Scorn upon the approved Churches, nor be 
* over buſy or publick in drawing others to 
e their Mind, ſuppoſing them to have Leave to 
e worſhip God themſelves in their tolerated 
«© Way, and modeſtly to defend themfelves un- 
&« der the Magiſtrates Moderation:“ How well 
you have obſerved that moſt 'equitable Rule, of 
doing by others as you would be done by your- 
ſelves, and with what Temper and Moderation 
you have at any Time defended yourſelves, 
and with what Decency and good Manners you 
have treated the eſtabliſhed, or, to uſe your 
own Term, the approved Church of this Nation, 
Witneſs all your Writings from the firſt Begin- 
ning of your Separation to theſe your very lateſt 


Performances. But let us go on to your fourth 
Section, 


Of Sponſors in Baptiſm. 


Wherein you tell us, that he Uſe of Sponſors, 
in all Caſes of Parents Incapacity, you intirely ap- 
prove of, and ihat in ſuch Caſes the Diſſenters alſo 

F 4 uſe 

(a) Unreaſonableneſs of Seper, Part III, SeR. 33. 
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5 them. But it is the ſeiting aſide Parents, the 


forbidding them to ſtand forth, and engage ſolemnly 


for the religious Education af the Child, that you 
diſlike, becauſe Parents are the propereſt to give 
this Security, as being the Perſons to whom its 
Education is committed (a). That Parents have 
the Education of their Children committed to 
them is very true, neither is the Care of them 
taken off their Hands by any Appointment of 


the Church; for if it is ordered, by the 


XXIXth 33 that “ no Parens ſhall be 
* urged to be preſent, nor be admitted to an- 
« {wer as Godtather for his own Child,” it is, 
becauſe they are looked upon as ſufficiently en- 
gaged already, and conſequently that there is 
no Occaſion for their ſolemnly giving any ſur- 
ther Security for this Purpoſe : For thoſe In- 
junctions laid upon Jewiſh Parents, by the Law 
of Moſes, carefully to inſtruct their Children 
upon every Occaſion, in the Knowledge of their 
Covenant, are undoubtedly {till obligatory to 
Chriſtian Parents to train up theirs in that of 
the Goſpel ; and it the Church has ſuperadded 
Sponſors, it is only that it might be provided 
againſt all Events that might happen, and, before 
their Minds might take any wrong Byaſs, for 
the timely Inſtruction of Children in thoſe Prin- 
ciples the Knowledge of which is of the greateſt 
Importance to them in the World. 

Another Thing you diſapprove of, is he re- 
ceiving the Child to Baptiſm upon Account of its 
own Faitb, and its own Promiſes expreſſed by its 
Sureties (6). In Anſwer to this I obſerve, that 
Baptiſm is a Covenant between God and Man, 
conſiſting of Promiſes of Graces and Privileges 


on 
(a) 3 Letter, page 25. 28. (5) 3 Letter, page 25 
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on God's Part, and of Faith and Obedience on 
Man's ; but as Children are not capable of 
making this Promiſe themſelves on their Part, 
therefore the Church has thought proper to 
ordain, that this ſhould be done by Sureties, 
in order to their being intitled, as ſoon as con- 
veniently could be, to thoſe gracious Promiſes of 
God made to thoſe who are admitted into Co- 
venant with him by this Sacrament. And that 
ſuch Kind of Stipulation is allowable, your own 
Party has made. appear, by making Uſe of it 
upon another Occaſion : For when King Fames 
the Firſt was crowned in Scotland, in his In- 
fancy, „the Earl of Morton and Lord Humes 
„ took Oath for the King; promiſing, that he 
* ſhould maintain, to the utmoſt of his Power, 
«© that Doctrine, and thoſe Rites of Religion, 
* which were then publickly taught, and that 
e he ſhould oppoſe Gainſayers (a)“: Of which 
Particular, that King made afterwards an eſpe- 
cial Uſe, in juſtifying the Uſe of Godfathers 
and Godmothers at the baptizing of Infants, 
when it was queſtioned in the Conference at 
Hampton Court (b): And that with very good 
Reaſon ; becauſe the whole Buſineſs of that 
Coronation was contrived and carried on ſolely 
by the Preſbyterian Party, in order to get the 
Power, as ſoon as poſſible, into their own 
Hands, out of thoſe ot the then reigning Queen. 
Now had there been a political Catechiſm for 
his Inſtruction in the Duty of a King, wherein 


ſuch 


(a) Jurarant pro eo in Leges Jacobus Mortonii Comes, 
& Alexander Humius, eam Doctrinam et Ritus Religionis, 
qui tum publice docebantur, quoad poſſet, ſervaturum, et 
contrarios oppugnaturam, polliciti. Buchan. Rerum Scot. 
Hiſtor. in initio Regni Jacobi 6. (5) Heylin's Hiſ- 
tory of Preſbyterians, p. 172. 
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ſuch Queſtion as this might have been made; 
that ſince it was required, that Kings ſhould 
promiſe and ſwear that they would maintain 
both the civil and religious Rights of the Peo- 
ple; How came he to be crowned, when, 

reaſon of his tender Age, he was not capable of 
doing this himſelf? What more proper Anſwer 
could have been put into his Mouth, than that 
he had done it by his Sureties? Hence we ſee, 
from the Practice of your own Party, that they 
have thought it allowable for Children to pro- 
miſe and engage by their Sureties. But the 
Earl of Morton and Lord Humes, upon this 
Occaſion; engaged that the King ſhould do what 
there was not the ſame Obligation upon him 
for doing, that there is upon Children, when 
they come to Years of Diſcretion, for comply- 
ing with what their Sponfors promife for them 
its Baptiſm ; becaufe that King, when he came 
of Age to take the Government upon himſelf, 
was not ſo neceſſarily bound to approve of, or 
uphold, that Form of eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline, 
they were then ſetting up in that Nation, as 
Children are to obſerve what their Godfathers 
and Godmothers engage for them in their Bap- 
tiſm; for what they undertake for, is, that 
the Children, when they come to Age, ſhall 
believe what God has declared, and do what he 
has commanded ; which certainly is what every 
one would be moſt ſtrictly and indiſpenſibly 
bound both to believe and to do, whether ſuch 
Engagement had been made for him or not. 
Since, therefore, our Sponſors. engage for no 
more than what Children would be indiſpenſibly 
bound to perform, whether they engaged for 
them or not; and being perſuaded (or at leaſt 

* it 
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it is what every one who profeſſes, and calls 
himſelf a Chriſtian ought to be) that the man- 
ner of doing it, as ſet forth in the Goſpel, is 
moſt rational and agreeable; joined too to that 
Care and Concern they have taken upon them- 
ſelves, for their due aad timely Inſtruction in 
the Knowledge thereof; they may with very 
good Security promiſe, that they u renounce 
the Devil and all bis Works, that they ſbould 
believe all the Articles of the Chriſtian Faith ; 
and that they ſhould keep God's holy Will and 
Commandments, and walk in the ſame all the Days 
of their Lives. And it is no unuſual Things 
even in common Life, for Perſons to ſay, they 
will warrant, they will engage, they will anſwer 
that another ſhall or will do a Thing, merely 
upon their taking it for granted that it will 
appear, when propoſed to him, ſo much for 
his Pleaſure or Advantage, or ſo agreeable to 
his Inclination, that they cannot entertain the 
Suſpicion that he will refuſe it. And upon this 
very Foundation muſt it have been, that you 
have ſo boldly promiſed, that all your Brethren, 
if our Church commands them to fign themſelves 
all over with a ſignificant and inſtruttive Croſs, 
will reverently do it; with much more to the 
ſame Purpoſe; nay, laſtly, that here, is na- 
thing our Church can injoin or decree, but the Diſ- 
ſenters will be found dutifully ſubmitting io it, when 
our Church is clearly ſhewn to have Power 10 
decree Rites and Ceremonies, and*Authority in Con- 
troverſies of Faith (a): Though you could not 
poſſibly have had the ſame Aflurance that the 
Diſſenters would do all this, that our Sponſors 
have, that the Children they undertake for, will 
| | believe 


(a) 3 Letter, p. 12. 
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believe what God has declared, and do what he 
has commanded. 

But you have moreover argued againſt the 
Uſe of Sponſors, from their Neglect of Duty, 
in that they too generally with great Levity ſhake 
off the Charge again, and throw it over to the 
Parents. But if the Abuſe or Neglect of any 
Inſtitution were a reaſonable Objection againſt 
It, ſuch arguing might” poſſibly be uſed, with 
too great Cogency, even againſt Inſtitutions of 
the moſt indiſpenſible Obligation. That Spon- 
ſors do too generally Neglect their Duty, muſt 
with Concern be conteſt; and to this their 
Neglect, that general Diſpoſition to Infidelity, 
which at preſent ſeems ſo much to prevail, has 
been thought to be owing (a); and that per- 
haps not without very good Reaſon ; but then 
the Prevalence of Infidelity and Vice, which is 
but too diſcernable, is not only a Reflection 


upon Sponſors, for their great and ſcandalous 


Neglect of Duty, but alſo upon Parents them- 
ſelves ; and ſhows, that however proper they 


are to take Care of the Education of their own 


Children, and how much ſoever they are by 
Nature and Duty obliged to it, yet muſt they 
be very deficient in this Reſpect. The Jewiſh 


Parents, under the Moſaical Inftitution, had 


undoubtedly as much Regard for their Children, 
from the Ties of natural Aﬀection, as Chriſtian 
Parents can have for theirs at preſent; and 
were moreover expreſsly commanded, by their 
Law, to take eſpecial Care to train them up in 
the Knowledge of God, and of his Laws (3); 
and yet how prone were they to Idolatry, and 

how 


(a) Dr. Clark's Pract. Eſſay on Baptiſm, Ch. 6. 
(5) Deut. Chap. iv. 7. 
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how often did they actually apoſtatize into it; 
which ſurely could never have been, had not 
the Parents been extremely deficient in the Diſ- 
charge of that Duty they were bound to per- 
form, both from the Dictates of Nature, and 
the expreſs Command of God. And that this 
Pronene ſs to Idolatry among the eus was really 
owing to the Neglect of Duty in the Parents, 
may be confirmed from this Obſervation ; be- 
cauſe, that, as ſoon as Synagogues were ſet u 
wherein that Buſineſs, which by the Law of 
Moſes had been left entirely to the Parents, but 
which they ſeem too generally to have neglected, 
was more regularly and punctually performed, 
we find, that, ſo far from being any longer prone 
to [dolatry, they, on the contrary, proved ever 
after moſt tenacious of their Religion. Theſe 
Conſiderations afford a ſufficient Juſtification of 
our Church for retaining the uſe of Sponſors in 
Baptiſm; that others, beſides the Parents, might 
be engaged in that moſt concerning and im- 
portant Charge, about which there can never be 


too much Caution uſed. But I proceed to your 
next Section, 


Of Confirmation. 


Speaking of which you ſay, that the only 
Rite, after Baptiſm, you find either inſtituted or 
pradtiſed by Chriſt and his Apoſiles, to make a pub- 
lick Recognition of our baptiſmal Engagements, in 
the Face of à Chriſtian Congregation, is the cele- 
brating the Lord's Supper. That every Perſon, 
who receives the Lord's Supper, does occa- 
fionally acknowledge that he ſtands to his bap- 
tiſmal Engagement, is very true; but that that 


....oupper 
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Supper was either inſtituted by Chriſt, or cele- 
brated afterwards by his Apoſtles, for that Pur- 
poſe, does not appear. For our Saviour or- 
dered his Diſciples to do it in Remembrance of 
him (a). And St. Paul ſpeaks of it as a Thing 
often to be done, and, not once, by way of 
Recognition of our baptiſmal Engagements; where 
he ſays, that as often as we do eat that Bread, and 
drink. that Cup, we do ſhew forth the Lord's Death 
till be come (C). 

Again you tell us, that there are few, you 
«* ſuppoſe none, of our learned Biſhops and Di- 
vines but perfectly know, that the Ceremony 
„ of Confirmation is no Part of genuine and 
primitive Chriſtianity.” How you came to 
be ſo well acquainted with the Sentiments of our 
learned Biſhops and Divines, upon this Occa- 
ſion, you have not informed us. But if, by 
laying, that Confirmation is no Part of genuine 
Chriſtianity, you mean, that it was not inſtituted 
by Jeſus Chriſt himſelf, it is more than you 
could have any juſtifiable Grounds for aſſerting. 
For we find the laying on of Hands (the ſame 
we mean by Confirmation) to have been ſo far 
Primitive, at leaſt, as to have been both very 
early practiſed, and looked upon, by the Apoſ- 
tles themſelves, as one of the Principles of the 
Doctrine of Chriſt: Which affords a very ſtrong 
Preſumption, that they did it by the Direction 
of Jeſus Chriſt. That it was practiſed by the 
Apoſtles themſelves, we learn from Acts the 
viüch, where we read, that hben the Apoſiles, 
which were at Jeruſalem, had. heard that Sama- 
ria had received the Word of God, they ſent unto 
them Peter and John, who laid their Hands on 

56K | them, 

(a) Luke xxii. 19. (5) 1 Cor. xi. 26. 
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them, and they received the Holy Ghoſds. And 
again, Acts the xixth, we are told, that the 
Holy Ghoſt, by the laying on of St. Paul's 
Hands, came upon ſome who had been newly 
baptized. Nay, St. Paul, Hebr. vi. 1, 2, 
ſpeaks of the laying on of Hands as of one of 
the Principles of the Doctrine of Chriſt, where 
he ſays, therefore leaving the Principles of the 
Dodtrine of Chriſt, let us go on unto Perfection, 
not laying again the Foundation of Repentance from 
dead Works and of Faith towards God, of the 
Do#trine of Baptiſm, and of laying on of Hands, 
and of the Reſurrettion of the Dead, and of eternal 
Fudgment. And Beza, in his Comment upon 
this Place, ſays, the Apoſtle enumerates five Heads 
of the Catechiſm, (he ſhould have ſaid fix, for fo 
many there are, unleſs he looked upon Baptiſm 
and lay ing on of Hands, to make but one) 
and that thoſe therefore were delivered down under 
ſhort and few Heads in the Beginning of the Ca- 
techiſm, as the principal ones of our Religion, as 
indeed they are (a). Since therefore it appears, 
that this Ordinance was adminiſtered, and looked 
upon, by the Apoſtles themſelves, as one of 
the Principles of the Doctrine of Chriſt, it ſuf- 
ficiently juſtifres our Biſhops, who are un- 
doubredly their Succeſſors, for adminiſtring it 
after their Example. | 

In the next Place, ſpeaking of that Part of 
the firſt Colle& in our Office of Confirmation, 
where the Biſhop addreſſes God, as having 
vouchſafed to regenerate theſe his Servants by Wa- 


ter 


(a) Quinque Capita Catechiſmi numerat— tradebantur 
ergo iſta Catechiſm initio brevibus et paucis, tanquam præ- 


cipua Religionis noſtræ Capita, ut ſane ſunt, Bezs in 
Hebr, Chap. vi. 1, 2. | - 
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ter and tbe Holy Ghoſt, and to give them Forgive. 
neſs of all their Sins; you ſay it is “an Ex- 
« preſſion taken probably from ſome ancient 
« Liturgy, and which was ſuitable and well 
c adapted to thoſe Times, when Confirmation 
* was performed immediately after Baptiſm, 
% but is utterly incongruous and unſuitable to 
* ours.” But herein you have charged the 
Compilers of our Liturgy, upon Conjefture 
only, with ſuch Abſurdity and Ignorance, as 
ought. not, in common Decency, to have been 


imputed, without very warrantable Authority, 


to any who were of far leſs Reputation for their 
Knowledge in the antient Liturgies than they 
certainly were. But to ſnew you how little they 
do deſerve to have ſuch Reflections caſt upon 
them, and that the Expreſſion is moſt appoſite 
and proper, I ſhall conſider both its true Im- 
port and the Deſign of the Compilers of our 
Liturgy in uſing it. 

As to the true Import of it, it is to be ob- 
ſerved, that Regeneration is in the Ne Teſta- 
ment put for Baptiſm; as John iii. 3. where 
our Saviour lays, except a Man be born again, 
that is, regenerated, be cannot ſee the Kingdom 
of God; and in verſe 5, he explained what he 
meant by being born again, by ſaying, except 4 
Man be born of Water "and tbe Holy Spirit, that 
is, baptized ; and St. Paul, Titus iii. 5, calls 
Baptiſm the wwaſhing of Regeneration: And in 


this Senſe, and no other, is it uſed throughout 


our Liturgy (a). Again, we learn alſo from the 
Scripture, that Baptiſm was for the Remiſſion 
of Sins z in which Senſe St. Peter ſpeaks of it, 


Acts 


(a) See Dr. Nicholl' Notes, in his Werb. upon publick 
Baptiſm. 
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Acts ii. 38, where he perſuades the Fews to 
repent, and to be baptized for the Remiſſion of 
Sins; and St. Paul, 1 Cor. vi. 11. where, 
after having put them in Mind that ſome of 
them had been very notorious Sinners, he adds, 
but ye are waſhed, that is, by baptiſm, but ye 
are ſan#iified, but ye are juſtified ; and again, 
Titus iii. 4, 5, he fays, but after the Kindneſs 
and Love of God our Saviour toward Men appear- 
ed, not by Works of Righteouſneſs, which we have 
done, but according to his Mercy, be ſaved us, 

| by the waſhing of Regeneration and renewing 
the Holy Ghoſh. And accordingly, -in our Li- 
turgy, Remiſſion of Sins is always ſpoken of, 
as immediately conſequent upon Baptiſm. And 
moreover, to make it appear that the Expreſ- 
ſion, here objected to, is really congruous and 
ſuitable to the Occaſion it is uſed upon, let it 
be conſidered, that when the Biſhop ſpeaks of 
thoſe who come to be confirmed, as of ſuch as 
are regenerated, and all whoſe Sins are forgiven, 
he does not do it upon Account of any Thing 
that had been done by himſelf ; bur only in 
Conſequence of the Anſwer they had made to 
the Queſtion he had at firſt propoſed to them : 
He had aſked them, whether they did there, 
in the Preſence of God, and of that Congrega- 
tion, renew the folemn Promiſe and Vow that 
was made in their Name at their Baptiſm, @Gc. 
-and upon each of them anſwering, I do; though 
they had- indeed been baptized in their Infancy 
upon the Engagement of their Sureties, yer, 
then, taking this Engagement upon themſelves 
by their own Conſent and free Acknowledge- 
ment, he from that Time looks upon them as 
adult Perſons, whoſe baptiſmal Covenant is then 
G compleatly 
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compleatly ratified and confirmed; and conſe- 


quently, without any Incongruity, might ſay 
che ſame of them, as of other adult Perſons 


but newiy baptized. For if, as you yourſelf 


allow (a), it may ſuitably be laid of ſuch adult 


5 that God had regenerated them by 


Water and the Holy Ghoſt, and had given them 


̃ Forgivenels of all their Sins; wherefore ſhould 
it not, with equal Propriety, be ſaid of thoſe 


who firſt take their baptiſmal Covenant upon 
themſelves, and then make, in their own Per- 
ſons, the very ſame Acknowledgement which 


Is required from thoſe who come to be bap- 


tized in their riper Years ? Be it therefore never 
ſo probable, as you have been pleaſed to ſay 
upon Conjecture only, that this Expreſſion in 
the firſt Collect of the Office of Confirmation 
was taken from ſome ancient Liturgy, and that 
it was ſaitable and well adapted to thoſe Times, 
when Confirmation was performed immediately 
after Baptiſm; yet I hope, from what has been 
ſaid upon it, it appears to be very congruous 
and ſuitable alſo to ours. And moreover, ac- 
cording to the foregoing Explanation, there can 
no greater Reaſon to apprehend that our 
Office of Confirmation, as now adminiſtered, 
ſnould have an apparent Tendency to cberiſb à de- 
tuftve Hope, and to ſpeak Peace to juch Perſons as 
are not by ihe Chrijtian Covenant enlitied to it, 
than to ſay of any adult Perion, upon his being 
baptized, that his Sins are forgiven ; or that 
this deluſive dope was cheriſhed in the Minds 
of the Corinthians, from St. Paul's telling them 
that they were waſbed, that they were ſancliſied, 
that they were juſtified, 
watt ar 31:0 097 0 | Lou 
(a) 3 Letter, p. 32. 
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Lou have yet two or three Obſervations more, 
with Regard to Confirmation, which deſerve to 
be taken Notice of. | 

The firſt is, that Preſbyters did alſo con- 
firm. This is ſaid without any Authority to 
ſupport it; and therefore, in Anſwer to it, I 
can only aſſure the Reader, that if by Preſpyters 
be meant any order in the Miniſtry inferior to 

the Apoſtolical, there is not any one Text of 
Scripture, that can give the leaſt Countenance 
to ſuch an Opinion; and ſo leave it to him to 
chuſe to which of us he will give the greater 
Credit. What you ſay further on this Subject 
concerns ſome Irregularities, the Performance 
of this Service gives occaſion to, viz. the light 
and perfunctory Manner in which it is too often 
adminiſtered in the Church; and the Conclu- 
ſion of the Day afterwards by many in Riot 
and Diſorder. As to the firſt, it is, I believe, 
performed.at Church, generaliy ſpeaking, with 
as much, Decency and Decorum, as the Nature 
of ſuch a promilcuous Aſſembly. will admit of. 
And if their Lordſhips, the. Biſhops, thought 
that they gave any reaſonable Cauſe of Offence 
to any, we need not doubr, but that they would 
be very willing, either to do it more frequently, 
or at more different Places; by which Means 
they would, in great Meaſure, prevent the aſ- 
ſembling of ſo large a Number at one Place, as 
by the uſual Method there generally is. As to 
the other, that Riot and Diſorder conclude the 
Day, it is what I never heard complained of 
before. As many are obliged to come from a 
conſiderable Diſtance to mæet the Biſhops upon 
theſe Occaſions, they may poſſibly go into Inns, 
and take ſome Refreſhment before they return; 
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But if they ſhould exceed the Bounds of De- 
cency, I believe there are very few of the Church 
ot England but would be as heartily forry for 
it as you yourſelf can poſſibly be. However, 
admitting this Objection to be really true in 


Fact, it muſt be confeſt to be a very great 
Abuſe; but then the moſt proper Inference un- 
doubtedly would be, that all means ought to 


be uſed in order to corre& it, rather than that 
an Inſtitution, which was looked upon by the 
Apoſtles themſelves as a Principle of the Doc- 
trine of Chriſt, ſhould be ſet aſide upon Ac- 
count thereof. | 
I proceed to Section VI. which follows in the 
next Place; at the Head of which is prefixed, 


The Terms of Miniſterial Conformity bard and 
terrible — Lay diſſent juſtified — The riſe of 
the Separation. 


In the Beginning whereof you acquaint us, 
that next aſter Confirmation, you had con- 
« ſidered two other Offices of our Liturgy, viz. 
« Abſolution of the Sick; and Burial of the Dead; 
and ſhewed them, you apprehend, to be li- 
* able to manifeſt and great Exceptions, and 
© to have no friendly Aſpect upon the Morals 
and Souls of Men.” Before I take into Con- 
fideration what you have here objected, I muſt 
obſerve to you, that there is no ſuch Office in 
our Liturgy as Abſolution of the Sick, but Vifi- 
fation of the Sick, in which there is indeed a 
Form of Abſolution appointed ; but not to be 
uſed, unleſs the Perſon viſited does humbly and 
heartily defire it. But let us now eximine what 


You have objected to theſe two Offices, before 


I proceed 
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I proceed to conſider what you have advanced 
in ſupport of the ſeveral Aſſertions in the Front 
of this Section. And firſt of Abſolution ; with 
Regard to which, I obſerve, that the Autho- 
rity for it is in the firſt Place founded upon St. 
Fohn, xx. 21, 22, 23. Then ſaid Jeſus to them 
again, Peace be unto you. As my Father bath 
ſent me, even ſo ſend I you. And when be bad 
ſaid this, he breathed on them, and ſaith unto 
them, receive ye the Holy Ghoſt. Whofeever Sins 
ye remit, they are remitted unto them; and who- 
ſoever Sins ye retain, they are retained. And be- 
cauſe there is thought to be no more in For- 
giveneſs of Sins, than in Reconciliation of God 
and Man, therefore, in the next Place, this 
Authority is ſupported from 2 Cor. v. 18, 19. 
wherein this Work of Reconciliation is by Sr. 
Paul ſaid to be committed to the Miniſtry, where 
it is written, And all Things are of God, who 
hath reconciled- us to himſelf by Jeſus Chriſt, and 
hath giver to us (whom, 1 Cor, iv. 1. he would 
have accounted of as the Miniſters of Chrift 
and Stewards of the Myſteries of God) the Mi- 
niſtry of Reconciliation ;, to wit, that God was in 
' Chriſt reconciling the World unto himſelf, not im- 
puting their Treſpaſſes unto them, and hath com- 
mitted unto us the Word of Reconciliation. But 
then, even among thoſe who allow this Power 
to be in the Miniſters of the Church, there is a 
very great Difference of Opinion, both with 
Regard to the Bounds, and Manner of its Ex- 
ecution. As for the Bounds of it, theſe the 
Church of Rome has extended to a very un- 
juſtifiable, nay blaſphemous, Degree; ſo far 
as to maintain that the Pope, nay even the 
meaneſt Prieſt, does properly, directly, and ab- 
G 3 ſolutely 
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ſolutely forgive Sins; which the Church of Eng- 
land holds to be the peculiar Province of God 
alone. And therefore, in the Buſineſs of Ablo- 
lution, ſhe acknowledges only a miniſterial limit- 
ed Power; as appears from the ſeveral Forms 
of Abſolution appointed to be uſed in its ſeveral 
Services: For that, after the general Confeſ- 
ſion in the Daily Morning and Evening Ser- 
vices, is, plainly, only declarative ; the ſecond, 
in the Communion Office, is in the Manner of a 
Prayer; the third, which is in the Viſitation 
.of the Sick, is ſuppoſed to be too abſolute, 
upon which Account it has been moſt gene- 
rally excepted againſt : Whereas, perhaps, in 
the moſt exceptionable Part, where the Mini- 
ſter ſays, by the Authority of Chriſt committed to 
me, I abſolve thee from all thy Sins, in the Name 
of the Father, &c. which is eſteemed too ab- 
ſolute, it may be found, upon a fair and nearer 
'Examination, to differ very little, if any Thing 
at all, from a merely declarative Form ; which 
may be made appear more clearly from this one 
fingle Inſtance, than by a Multitude of Argu- 
ments, viz. ſuppoſe his Majeſty had an Inclination 
to pardon a Criminal under Sentence of Death, 
provided he would comply with ſome certain 
Conditions he ſhould require ; and accordingly 
did depute a Perſon with proper Authority to 
examine him upon thoſe Conditions, and, if he 
found that kꝭ complied, to give him his Pardon; 
where would be the Difference, were the 
Perſon ſo deputed, to ſay, I, by the Authority 
committed to me by the King, do pardon you for 
your Crime; or that the King by me doth 
pardon you for it : The latter Manner of Ex- 
Accflion would be merely declarative ; and con- 

| N | ſequently 
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ſequently the former muſt be ſo too; becauſe, 
however differently expreſſed; the Intention muſt 
ſtill be the ſame; which was only to declare, 
that the King did pardon the Criminal. 

But perhaps it may be thought, that any ſuch 
miniſterial Declaration to a repenting Sinner 
may be needleſs, ſince God has ſufficiently de- 
clared his Intention of pardoning ſuch, already, 
in the Goſpel; and that in ſuch plain Terms, 
that every Man may underſtand them, both 
with Regard to his own and alſo the Condition 
of others. That God hath in the Goſpel de- 
clared his Intention to pardon Sinners, who ſin- 
cerely repent, and that in very intelligible Terms, 
is undeniably true; and ſo had he, in the Old 
Teſtament, been as expreſs and particular in 
his Directions for the diſcerning of the Leproſy, 
which is ſuppoſed to have a typical Relation to 
the Pollutions of Sin; and every Perſon among 
the J7ewe, from theſe Directions, might have 
known whether he himſelf or any other was 
clean or not, without Application to the Prieſts; 
yet was it in the Prieſts alone to pronounce 
authoritatively when it was legally cleanſed. 
And when Perſons have been ſolemnly confeſ- 
ing their Sins to God, very proper ſurely muſt 
it be, that there ſhould be one on God's Part, 
who might, upon every ſuch Occaſion, autho- 
ritatively declare unto them his moſt gracious 
Purpoſe herein. And there can be 'no more 
Reaſon to apprehend, that this Notion of Ab- 
ſolution ſhould have no friendly Aſpe upon the 
Morals and Souls of Men, than the more general 
Declarations of God, that he will pardon Sin- 
ners upon their unfeigned Repentance, 

But ſecondly; neither yet will thole Particulars ex- 
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cepted againſt in our burial Service, when im- 
partially b be found to have no friendly 
Adel upon the Morals and Souls of Men. It is 
objected againſt our Burial Service, that therein 
we call the moſt wicked Sinner our dear Bro- 
ther; and ſay, that it hath pleaſed God in his 
great Mercy to take ſuch a one to himſelf; we 
thank him that he hath delivered him out of 
the Miſeries of this ſinful World; that we pray 
we may reſt in Chriſt as we hope he doth; and 
laſtly, that this Expreſſion, we hope ihe Perſons 
buried do reſt in Chriſt, is contradictory to the 
Athanaſian Creed, wherein it is ſaid, that thoſe 
who deny the Trinity cannot be ſaved; and yet 
in reading the burial Service over ſuch, we 
hope they may be ſo. Theſe are the Objections 
which have been made againſt our burial Office. 
And in conſidering them, I ſhall begin with 
our ſaying that we hope the Perſon buried does 
reſt in Chriſt : Becauſe this, once cleared up, 
will be of great Service in reſolving moſt of the 
other Objections. And in order to diſcharge 
this of its Difficulties, I obſerve, that where 
there is not an actual Impoſſibility that a Thing 
might or might not happen, there is Room 
conſiſtently to hope that it may or may not do 
ſo; though it muſt be owned, that the Foun- 
dation for our Hope will always be ſtronger or 
weaker in Proportion to the Degrees. of Pro- 
bability, for or againſt it, as they are either 
greater or leſs. Hence then, ſince we cannot 
know what paſſes in the Mind of a very wicked 
Sinner, in his lateſt Moments; the ſecret Re- 
morſe of Conſcience he at ſuch Times may feel; 
nor how far ſuch Repentance may be acceptable 

to God, who alone can know either it or the 

ſincerity 
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ſincerity thereof; no one ſurely will offer to ſay, 
that it is impoſſible for even ſuch a one to be 
ſaved, how much ſoever the Probabilities may be 
againſt it; and therefore we may ſay very con- 
ſiſtently, we hope he may be ſo. The ſame 
may be ſaid alſo, with Reſpect to thoſe who 
have denied the Doctrine of the Trinity. We 
cannot poſſibly know, what a Change for the 
better may have been wrought in their Minds 
in their lateſt Moments alſo. No one, I be- 
lieve, will venture to affirm, that it was impoſ- 
ſible for any ſuch Change to have been effected, 
however, improbable, it may ſeem to be; coth, 
ſequently we may, without any Imputati 
Abſurdity, hope that it has been ſo; and ma 
therefore conſiſtently ſay, we hope that he alſo 
may reſt in Chriſt. And upon the ſame Pre- 
ſumption, that is, hoping that ſuch may ſtill 
be in a State of Salvation, becauſe we cannot 
be certain that they are not, we thank God 
that he hath delivered them out of the Miſeries 
of this ſinful World; and fay, that he hath in 
his great Mercy taken them to himſelf, 

But it ſuch Expreſſions as theſe are, as you 
ſay, a fatal Snare to the Souls of Men, then are 
there ſome of the like import, in the holy Scrip- 
ture itſelf, which may be thought liable to the 
ſame Exception. Solomon, Eccleſ. iii. 2 1. without 
diſcriminating between the Righteous and the 
Wicked, ſays of the Soul of Man, in general, 
that it goeth upward. Might it not, with equal 
Propriety, be urged againſt this Text, that wick- 
ed Men might take Occaſion from it, to harden 
themſelves in their Sins, ſince here they are told 
that their Souls are to go upward, directly oppo- 
ſite to the received Opinion, that they were to 


take 
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take a quite contrary direction? Again, Chap. 
X11. 7. he ſays, Then ſhall the Duſt return to the 
Zartb as it was: And the Spirit ſhall return to God 
who gave it. Here likewiſe, there is no Diſ- 
tinction between the Righteous and the Wicked; 
but the Spirits or Souls of Men in general-are-to 
return to God who gave them, as univerſally as 
their Bodies were to retufn to the Earth from 
whence they were taken. But who ever ima- 
ined, that wicked Men could take Occaſion 
— hence to conceive that their Souls will be 
in Favour with God, becauſe , the Souls of all 
Men, and conſequently theirs among the reſt, 
are to return to him. Now that Part of our 
burial Service, which is read immediately after 
the Body 1s laid in the Ground, is little more 
than a Paraphraſe upon this Text of Solo- 
mon 's; and notwithſtanding it is therein ſaid, 
that God hath taken to himſelf the Souls of 
ſuch as are departed ; it does not from thence 
follow, no more than from Solomon's ſaying 
they return to him, that he hath taken them to 
his Favour ; but only that the Souls of Men in 
general are in the Hand of God, to be diſ- 
poſed of, in due Time, as he in his infinite 
Wiſdom knows they have deſerved; /ome to 
everlaſting Life, and ſome to Shame and everlaſting 
Contempt, Dan. Xil. 2. 

Having now examined the Objections you 
have made to thoſe two Offices of our Liturgy, viz. 
Viſitation of the Sick, and Burial of the Dead; 
and proved them, I hope, notwithſtanding, not 
to be liable to thoſe manifeſt and great Excep- 
tions you apprehended; and that they are far from 
having na friendly Aſpect upon the Morals and 
Souls of Men; I ſhall now take Notice of what 


you 
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you have further advanced 
of England in this Section. 
After many declamatory Invectives againſt 
the Liturgy, and the Act of Uniformity, where- 
by Subſcription to it is required; you give us 
what you are pleaſed to call, © two ever-me- 
© morable Circumſtances, from. which the moſt 
«*« flagrant Oppreſlion and Tyranny of thoſe 
* Proceedings moſt ſtrongly appear.” The 
firſt is taken from Tong of Schiſm, whom you 
introduce as ſaying, lt is a known and certain 
* Truth, that the Liturgy, with its Altera- 
<« tions, to which they were unfeignedly to aſſent, 
<< came not out of the Prefs till Bartholomew- 
Eve; the Day enſuing which, [in the Act it- 
« ſelf it is, ſome Lord's Day before which] was 
<« the ultimate Time fixed by the Act, for the 
„ Miniſters Subſcription ; ſo that all thoſe 
„throughout the Kingdom, who conformed, 
except a few in London, ſubſcribed to they 
„ knew not what.” The ſame is again ſup- 
ported by a Hear- ſay-Teſtimony of Biſhop 
Burnet's, who ſays, that the Matter was dri- 
% ven on with ſo much Precipitation, that it 
«© feemed the Clergy ſhould ſubſcribe. impli- 
e citly to a Book they had never ſeen. This 
* was done by too many, as the Biſhops them- 
© ſelves informed me.” No there were two 
Things, very different, and reſpecting different 
Engagemeats, required by this Act, which ara 
blended: together in this Extract from . Tong : 
By the firſt, all Clergy men poſſeſſed of Livings 
were, in their reſpective Churches or Chapels, 
to read the Morning and Evening Service, ac- 
cording to the Book of Common Prayer autho- 
riſed by that Statute, and. publickly to declare, 
before 


againſt the Church 
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before the Congregation then preſent, their un- 


feigned Aſſent and Conſent to all the Offices 


contained therein, and this on ſome Lord's 
Day before the Feaſt of St. Bartbalometo then 


next enſuing; by the other, all the Clergy in 


general, whether beneficed or not beneficed, that 
enjoyed any Promotion in the Church, all Per- 
ſons concerned in the Education of Youth, ei- 
ther in a publick or-private Capacity, whether 
of the Clergy or Laity, were to make another 
Sort of Declaration, and to ſubſcribe it before 
their Dioceſan, and this (likewiſe before the 
Feaſt of St. Baribolomew then next enſuing. But 
Whereas it was required by that Act, that the 


Service ſhould be read ſome Lord's Day before 


the Feaft of St. Bartholomew, if the Book did 
not come out of the Preſs till St. Bartholomew- 
Eve, as in truth it did not, it was impoſſible 
for any of the Clergy, even in London itſelf, 
to have done it by the Time preſcribed by the 
Act; but then there was a Clauſe, whereby 
thoſe were indemnified who tranſgreſſed againſt 


it, provided it was not owing to any wilful 


Neglect or Refuſal ; for, in the fifth Section, 
it is enacted that all and every ſuch Perſon, 
* who ſhall (without ſome lawful Impediment, 
* to be allowed and approved of by the Ordi- 
* nary of the Place) neglect or refuſe to do 
& the ſame within the Time aforeſaid, or (in 
« Caſe of ſuch Impediment) within one Month 


E after ſuch Impediment removed, ſhall, ip/o 


e fzfo, be deprived of all his ſpiritual Pro- 
« motion; and notwithſtanding there does 
not ſeem to have been any Proviſion made in 
behalf of thoſe who did not ſubſcribe the De- 
elaration alſo before the Feaſt of St. Bartbolo- 

mew, 


* 
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mem, yet, as they were to declare, that they 
would conform to the Liturgy, as by Law eſta- 
bliſhed, their having not been able to ſee it be- 
fore that Time, would undoubtedly have been 
deemed a very lawful Impediment. So far then 
was it, from any Perſons being required by this 
Act to ſubſcribe to they knew not what, that it 
was their own Fault; if they had not a whole 
Month's Time to conſider of it. Very unbe- 
coming therefore, as well as injurious, was that 
Reflection of Biſhop Burnet's, that it ſeemed ex- 
pefted the Clergy ſhould ſubſcribe implititly to a 
Book they bad never ſeen. The Truth of it is, 
the Act of Uniformity taking a conſiderable 
Time in paſſing, made it late before the Book 
could go to the Preſs, and later therefore, by 
far, than was imagined, before it could be printed 
off. The Inconvenience then ariſing from the 
ſhortneſs of the Time allowed for fableribing 
was quite undeſigned. But to prove it to have 
been ſuch a flagrant AR of Tyranny and Oppreſ- 
ſion, as you have called it, you ought to have 
made it appear, that it was contrived with a 
premeditated Intention to have brought Men 
into ſuch a Snare ; and this might have been 
done, only by ſhewing, that there was ever 
ſuch a malignant Uſe made of it, as captiouſly 
to deprive any one Perſon of his Preferment, for 
not having ſubſcribed punctually in Time; for 
thoſe who were deprived' for refuſing to ſub- 
ſcribe at all are nothing to your Purpoſe. But 
of this there is not ſo much as one ſingle 
Inftance, And fince there is nor, all that 
Clamour you have made againſt rhe Church of 
England for its Oppreſſion and Tyranny, muſt ap- 
pear very diſingenuous and mean, tending to 

alienate 
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alienate the Affection of its Friends, and to ex- 
. aſperate the Paſſions of the prejudiced and un- 
wary very undeſervedly againſt it. 

The ſecond ever - memorable Circumſtance of 
its Oppreſſion and Tyranny that you have given, 
is, that Perſons either then poſſeſſed of, or to 
be admitted to, any ſpiritual Promotion, or were 
to be any way concerned in the Inſtruction of 
Youth, were required to ſubſcribe to that De- 
. Claration, wherein, when the Act was firſt made, 
was this Clauſe, I do declare, that it is not law- 
ful, upon any. Pretence whatever, to take Arms 
againſt the King; and that 1 do abbor that 
tratterous Poſition of taking Arms by. his, Authority 
againſt his Perſon, - or. againſt thoſe that are com- 
miſſionated by bim. It muſt be confeſt, that, at 
the Reſtoration, People ſtill ſmarting with the 
Wounds: and Calamities of a civil War; and 
knowing, by fad Experience, the fatal Conſe- 
quences of that Principle of an arbitrary Re- 
fiſtance, and conſidering into what Convulſions 
the State was liable to be thrown upon it, by 
the Malevolence of wicked and deſigning Men; 
they endeavoured to do all they could to pre- 
vent its ever producing ſuch direful Effects here 
for the future. But, in doing this, while they 
ſought to avoid one Extreme, they, as is often 
the Caſe, ſeem incautiouſly to have fallen into 
another, even that of almoſt no Reſiſtance at 
all. That the Principle of Reſiſtance, in thoſe 
unhappy Times, both in Theory and Practice, 
was carried too great a Length, the moſt mo- 
derate of the Diſſenters themlelves will not, 1 
believe, deny. If then your Party erred in one 
Extreme, it ſhould have moved you to have 
made ſome Allowance, if the oppolite one, who 


[ 95 ] 
laid no claim to Infallibility, did the ſame in 
another. But if this was what drove your Pre- 
deceflors out, and gave Riſe to the Separation, 
as you pretend; What is it that has ſo long kept, 
and till keeps, it up? What is it that has ke 
you their Succeſſors out? Since this Clauſe has 
been repealed above theſe threeſcore Years (a). 

But, if you imagine that this Clauſe gave 
Riſe to your Separation, and would. juitify it 
thereby, you are miſtaken : Becauſe your Sepa- 
ration was certainly firſt made in the Reign of 
Queen Elizabeth, if not in that of King Edward 
the Sixth; when there was no ſuch- Clauſe in 
either of the Acts of Unitormity made in their 
Reigns, 

After this you give us a moſt pompous Elo- 
gium of thoſe of your Miniſters, who, to the 
Amount of two Thouſand, as you tell us, were 
_ deprived of their Livings, for refuſing to ſub- 

ſcribe according to the Act of Uniformity upon 
Account of this Clauſe (5); but you forget to 
Jet your Readers know, how far greater a Num- 
ber of poor epiſcopal Clergy had been illegally 
turned out of theirs, with their ſtarving Rami- 
lies, not many Years before, becauſe they Eould 
not take the folemn League and Covenant. I 
have obſerved this, only to ſhew that Preſbytery 
itſelf, | when it has Power, and ſees proper to 
pull off the Maſk, can be tyrannical and op- 
preſſive alſo in her Turn. But to proceed. 
The ſeventh and eighth Sections, which fol- 
low next, (the firſt, To correct ſeveral groſs Miſ- 
repreſentations of the Diſſenters; the other, 
To prove Diſſenters not inconſiſtent, in ſubmit- 
ting to ſome Ceremonies and refuſing others) 


I ſhall 
(a) 1 K. W. & M. (6) 3 Lett. p. 39. 


! 

I ſhall paſs over; leaving it to Mr. White's 
Readers to judge, whether he has not properly 
ſupported his Charge in theſe Particulars z my 
Bega being not to concern myſelf with what 
is done by others, but only to anſwer thoſe 
Objections, which either, through Miſtake or 
Miſrepreſentation, have been made againſt the 
Church of England. 1 ſhall therefore go for- 
ward to your ninth Section, which has for its 


The exregions Abſurdity of rejefling Profoyterias 
and admitting Popiſh Ordinations. 


Wherein you look upon it as @ myſterious 
and quite aſtoniſhing Partiality : Becauſe t ds 
and the devouteſs Prayers of a Company of truely 
virtuous, religious and Chriſtian Preſbyters in 
Scotland or Geneva are not, it ſeems, allowed by 

the Church of England to be ſo efficacious, to ſend 
4 Man forth a true Miniſter in the Church of 
Chriſt, as the Hands and itiaus Prayers of 
an antichriſtian idolatrous perſecuting and wicked 
Biſhap in Italy ar Spain. But to clear up the 
Myſtery of this, and to ſhew, that the Church 
of England is not byaſſed by Partiality, but 
acts upon juſt and rational Principles, let it be 
obſerved, in the firſt Place, That we believe, 
that as God, when he eſtabliſhed his Covenant 
with the Jews, was pleaſed to inſtitute the 
Aaronical Prieſthood, ſo in that new Cove- 
nant, he had promiſed to make, which was to 
ſucceed the Jeiſb, he, as he had before de · 
clared, would inſtitute alſo a new Prieſthood, 
even a Prieſthood for ever after the ag 
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Melchizedek (a): Which Prieſthood was con- 
ferred by Jeſus Chriſt, the Author of the New 
Covenant, upon eleven of his Diſciples; and 
by them again upon others, who were to ſuc- 
ceed them in it; from whence we believe, 
that it was to be kept up in the Church by a 
regular continued Succeſſion, and that too by 
ſuch only as were of apoſtolical Authority, to 
the End of the World. And in the next Place, 
allowing that this Succeſſion has remained, a- 
midſt all her Corruptions, entire and uninter- 
rupted in the Church of Rome, through which, 
as through a Channel only, it deſcended to us ; 
and moreover conceiving, that the Efficacy of 
Ordination does not at all depend upon the 
mor#*worthinefſs of the Perſon who confers it, 
no more than the Efficacy of either of the Sa- 
craments does upon that of the Miniſter who 
officiates z upon theſe Confiderations it is, that 
we look upon the Ordination of ſuch as have 
been ordained by Popiſh Biſhops to be valid, 
and upon their regguticing the Errors of that 
Church do allow them to officiate among us; 
which we think we cannot conſiſtently do by 
thoſe, who receive their Ordination from ſuch 
as make no Pretences to this Succefſion. Nay, 
moreover, if they did, yet as they are only 
Preſbyters, and not of the apoſtolical Authority, 
we, upon our Principles, cannot eſteem the 
Orders they confer to be good or valid, be they 
in other Reſpects never ſo truly virtuous reli- 
gious and Chriſtian , for we do not apprehend, 
that there is any Warrant in Scripture for be- 
lieving that Perſons, becauſe indued with virtu- 
ous religious and Chriſtian Qualities, are duely 

* authoriſed 
(a) Heb. vii, 11, 12. 


1 
authoriſed to ſend Labourers into their Lord's 
Harveſt. And this, J hope, is ſufficient to 
k appear, that there is nothing: ab/urd, 
re myſterious or partial, in the Practice of 
the Church of England, in rejecting Preſbyte- 
Tian, and admitting popiſh, Ordinations. Since 
it does not appear to be influenced, either by 
Favour for the Papiſts, or prejudice againſt the 
Preſbyterians; but to act upon rational and 
conſiſtent Principles. 
But you, moreover, endeavour to prove it 
abſurd in us to allow of ,popiſh Ordinations ; 
becauſe in one of the. Homilies, which every 
Clergyman ſubſcribes his ſolemn Approbation 
of, the Church of Rome is declared to have been 
far from being a true Church for nine hundred 
Years. This may be very true. But then what 
was it that made the Authors of thoſe Homi- 
lies think it ſo far from being a. true Church, 
but its having added to the true Doctrine 
and Diſcipline of the Church, which it ſeems 
{till to have retained, many phwarrantable, nay 
impious, Doctrines, together with various abſurd. 
and ſuperſtitious Ceremonies. Such Additions 
were what rendered that Church very deſervedly 
no true Church in the Opinion of our Refor- 
mers ; not its having omitted Things really 
and eſſentially neceſſary. And therefore, in 
Regard to the Ordination of chat Church, if it 
omits nothing really and eſſentially neceſſary to 
it, then muſt it be good and valid, though 
many unneceſſary, and even ſuperſtitious, Cere- 
monies, are made uſe of in conferring it. And 
agreeable to this is the Sentiment of the Au- 
thors of the Vindication of the Preſbyterial 
Government and Miniſtry, who ſay, that Fo inful 


Super- 
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Superadditions do not nullify divine Inſtitutions (a), 
This was their Opinion, when the Queſtion was 
moved by ſome, whether or no thoſe Miniſter, - 
who had been epiſcopally ordained, and had 
joined themſelves to them, ſhould be allowed 
to officiate, without being ordained again in 
their Way ? And, after ſome further Arguings 
upon it, they conclude, that the Ordination of 
their Miniſters by Biſhops was lawful and valid 
for the Subſtance of it, though mingled with many 
circumſtantial Defefs (b). Notwithſtanding then 
all your moſt bitter Invectives againſt the Church 
of Rome, in order to amplify the Abſurdity of 
our admitting popiſh Ordinations ; yet you ſee, 
even upon the Conceſſions of your own Party, 
it ought to be looked upon as lawful and valid. 
However, after you have ſet off that Church in 
the blackeſt Colours: which could well be aſ- 
ſembled, you ſeem aſtoniſhed, that we, without 
Shame, confeſs ourſelves before the World the Off- 
' foring of this filthy withered old Harlot. But 
perhaps it will greatly encreaſe your Aſtoniſh- 
ment, when you find, that we declare no ſuch 
Thing. To declare that, with regard to our 
Ordination, we were the Offspring of the Church 
of Rome, would be to acknowledge, that we 
derived the Authority of our Miniſtry from 
thence, as the Original and Foundation thereof; 
Which is what we utterly diſclaim. What we 
hold is this; that the Miniſtry was originally 
founded in the Church by Jeſus Chriſt himſelf, 
and by him authoritatively delivered to his 
Apoſtles, and by them again - ſettled in thoſe 
Churches, which had been converted and eſta- 
bliſhed by them, to be conveyed down therein 

e by 
(a)] Vindication, &c. p. 142. (5) Bid. p. 144. 
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by a regular Succeſſion; which Sueceſſion had 
been brought into this Nation, by means of 
Biſhops, who had been ordained in the Church 
of Rome, who were the firſt that converted our 
Saxon Anceſtors; and therefore through, not 
from, that Church, was our Ordination derived. 
from the true Fountain and Original thereof, 
even Jeſus Chrift himſelf, And the Pipe, the 
Channel, which conveys the Water from the 
Fountain, may, with equal Propriety, be called 
the Fountain itſelf, as the Church of Rome the 
Origin of our Ordination. And notwithſtand- 
ing that Church might have been then, as it 
ſtill is, corrupt in many Particulars, yet may 
this Succeſſion of the Miniftry be continued 
down through it eſſentially pure, as well as 
ſweet, clear, and wholefome Water, be con- 
veyed through Pipes that are much furred, and 
through Channels that are deep in Mud. 

Having now conſidered thoſe Arguments, 
whereby you would prove it abſurd in us to admit 
of popiſh Ordinations, taken from the Corruptions 
of that Church, and the Immorality of its 
Biſhops; I ſhall examine thoſe Texts of 
Scripture, and what other Proofs you have 
made uſe of, to give us more favourable Impreſ- 
ſions of the Ordination by Preſbyters. 

The firſt Text of Scripture you produce for 
this Purpoſe is, 1 Tim. iv. 14. where it is ſaid, 
that Timothy was ordained by the laying on of the 
Hands of the Preſbytery. Now, if you defign 
this Text as a Proof that Preſbyrers did ordain, 
I mean ſuch as are now commonly defigned by 
that Name, you beg the Queſtion ; in that you 
take it for granted, that this Preſbytery here 
ſpoken of, was compoſed of Perſons of a Rank 

inferiour 
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inferiour to that of the Apoſtles, which ought 
to have been proved: Becauſe there are ve 
good Reaſons for believing, that this Preſbytery 
conſiſted of the Apoſtles themſelves, or elſe 
of ſuch as were of apoſtolical Authority ; 
for the Word Preſbyter, or Elder, was not 
originally appropriated to any particular Order 
in the Miniſtry ; ſince we find, that the Apoſ- 
tles called themſelves alſo Elders, as St. Peter 
calls himſelf ſo, where he writes, the Elders tbat 
are among you I exbort, who am alſo an Elder — 
Feed the Flock of God, which is among you (a) ; 
and St. John, in the firſt Verſe of each of his 
two laſt Epiſtles, ſtiles himſelf the Elder; 
whence an Aſſembly of the Apoſtles, or apoſ- 
tolical Perſons, who were generally choſen out 
of ſuch as were ſomewhat advanced in Years, 
might, with great Propriety, have been called 
alſo a Preſbytery : Which is, I hope, ſufficient 
to ſhew, that that Preſbytery, mentioned in this 
Text of Timothy, is not indiſputably ſuch a one 
as you have taken it to be; and conſequently 
cannot ſerve to give us any very favourable Im- 
preſſions of the Ordination by Preſhyters, in your 
Senſe of the Word. The next Place you refer 
to, is Acts xiii. 1, 2, 3. whence you tell us, 
« that Paul and Barnabas were ordained b 
« certain Prophets and Teachers in the Church 
« of Antioch, and not by any Biſhop (of whom 
«* there is not a Word in all that Solemnity) 
„ preſiding in that City (5).“ Here again, you 
have begged the Queſtion in two very material 
Particulars. For, in the firſt Place, you have 
taken that for granted to have been an Ordina- 
tion, which, 1 hope, before I have done, to 

H 3 give 

(a) 1 Peter v. 1, 2. (5) 3 Lett. p. 56. 
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give very good Reaſon for believing to have 
been no Ordination at all ; and, in the ſecond, 
you have likewiſe, upon no Authority but a 
bare Preſumption only, taken thoſe Prophets 
and Teachers, who were employed to confer 
this ſuppoſed Ordination, not to have been of 
the apoſtolical, the ſame with what we now 
call the epiſcopal, Order; whereas the Pre- 


- ſumption, that even thoſe, very Prophets and 


Teachers were really of the apoſtolical Rank, 
will be found, I believe, upon an impartial in- 
quiry, to be at leaſt as great, if not greater, 


than that they were of one inferior to it. 


But firſt, that this was no Ordination at all. 


And in order to prove this, it will be only ne- 


ceſſary to conſider, who were the Perſons that 
are ſuppoſed to have been ordained, who were 


St. Paul and Barnabas. Now St. Paul, ſpeak- 


ing of his Apoſtleſhip, Gal. i. 1. calls himſelf 
an Apoſtle not of Men, neither by Man; but by 
Feſus Chriſt, and God the Father , the which 
he moreover likewiſe confirms, in the 15, 16, 
17, verſes of the ſame Chapter, where he ſays, 


but when it pleaſed God, who ſeparated me from 


my Mother's Womb, and called me by his Grace, 
to reveal bis Son in me, that I might preach him 
among the Heathen, immediately J conferred not 


' with Fleſh and Blood, neither went I up to Jeruſa- 


lem to them that were Apoſtles before me; and 
in the 18th Verſe he furthermore acquaints us, 
that it was full three Years after this his Call to 
the Apoſtleſhip, before he ſo much as ſaw any 
one of the other Apoſtles ; but, from Acts ix: 
28, we learn, that he had been with the Apol- 
tles, coming in and going out, at Feruſalem; 
and again, from Acts xi. v. 30. and xii. v. - 55 

that 
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hat he had been ſent to Feruſalem in Company 
with Barnabas, and had returned again to Ay- 
zioch ; and all before this his ſuppoſed Ordina- 
tion there, which we have the Account of in 
the Beginning of the 13th Chapter ; ſo that his 
call to the Apoſtieſhip muſt have been ante- 
cedent co it. Since therefore, from theſe Con- 
ſiderations, it muſt appear undeniably true, that 
St. Paul had called to be an Apoſtle long 
before this Time, and that too by an expreſs 
Revelation from God; this ſurely could have 
been no Ordination to him; for what greater 
Power or Authority could he ſtand in need of, 
than what he had before received, in being made 
an Apoſtle by Jeſus Chriſt and God the Father. 
Beſides, if we put together what he has ſaid of 
himſelf,” 2 Cor. x. v. 8. the xi. v. 5. and xii. 
v. 11. we ſhall find, that, in Point of Authority, 
he looked upon himſelf as in nothing behind 
the vefy- chiefeſt Apoſtles ; which certainly he 
never could have done, had he been conſcious 
of his having received his Apoſtleſhip even from 
the Apoſtles themſelves ; and much leſs ſurely, 
had he been ordained by certain Prophets and 
Teachers only, who were not of their Order. 
And notwithſtanding the Proofs of St. Barna- 
bas*s Apoſtleſhip, before this Time, be not in- 
deed ſo very clear; yet are there Reaſons, which 
afford ſufficiently ſtrong Preſumptions in favour 
of it. In the firſt Place, St. PauPs calling 
himſelf ſo expreſsly an Apoſtle, not of Men, 
neither / Man; and his aſſuring the Galatians, 
by a moſt ſolemn Appeal to God, that, ſo far 
from having received his Apoſtleſhip from thoſe 
that had been Apoſtles before him, he had 
not ſo much as ſeen one of them, till above 
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three Years after he had been called by imme - 
diate Revelation; do yield very ſtrong Reaſons 
for believing, that both he and alſo the Gala- 
tiaus were perſuaded, that there were Apoſtles 
of Men, and by Man; and that the Apoſtles 
did ordain others into their own Order. And 
ſince they did do this, let us, in the next 
Place, inquire, what Ground there is for ſup- 
poſing, that they had done ſo by St. Barnabas. 
Now we find, in Acts iv. 36. that St. Barna- 
bas was among the Diſciples very ſoon after, if 
not before, our Saviour's Reſurrection ; and 
from the Apoſtles giving him the Name of 
Barnabas, which is, being interpreted, the Son 
af Conſolation, or of Exhortation (a), it is not 
improbable, that he was employed by them in 
the Miniſtry. The next Place we read of him 
is in the eleventh Chapter, upon account of 
his being ſent by the Apoſtles to Antioch, hen 
they had heard, that many in that City were 
turned to the Lord upon the preaching of thoſe 
who had been diſperſed upon the Perſecution 
that aroſe about Stephen, as they had before ſent 
Peter and John, upon the ſame Occaſion, to Sa- 
maria. Ftom whence, I hope, it may not be 
unreaſonably. preſumed, that, if they thought 
it neceſſary to ſend Peter and John, Apoſtles of 
their own Rank, to Samaria, it is not likely, 
that they would have ſeat one of an inferiour 
Authority, upon the ſame Buſineſs, to ſuch a 
City as Autioch. Though the Arguments in 
Favour of St. Barnabas's, Apoſtleſhip before 
this, are, it muſt be conſeſt, only preſumptive; 
yet, I hope, they will be allowed to carry. fo 
much Weight with them, as to convince us, 
0 | % 00 NY S127 cut 


(a) vid. Bezam in Locum, 


ä 

that the contrary Opinion ſhould not be taken 
for granted, but ought to be proved, before 
any Conſequence drawn from it, ſhould be 
looked upon as either juſt or valid. But that 
no Ordination was really intended in this Place, 
may be moreover - confirmed, from what the 
Holy Ghoſt commanded thoſe Prophets and 
Teachers to do, when he ſaid, ſeparate me Barna- 
bas and Saul for the Work whereunto I bave called 
them : He did not fay, ſeparate them for the 
' Miniſtry in, general, but tor that particular 
Work, whereunto” he had then called them; 
and if we attend them in this their Miſſion only 
throughout the thirteenth and fourteenth Cha 
ters, we ſhall find, that this particular Wor 
whereunto they had been appointed, was to 
preach the Goſpel to the Gentiles ; which was a 
Point of Doctrine the Diſciples, who had been 
chiefly converted from the Jews, do not ſeem 
to have been acquainted - with, till God was 
pleaſed to reveal it expreſsly in a Viſion to St, 
Peter in Fudea (a); and here again to the Jewiſh 
Diſciples at ' Antioch : And the Deſign of the 
Holy Ghoſt, in ordering thoſe Prophets and 
Teachers to ſeparate Barnabas and Saul to this 
Work, ſeems to be this, that it might appear, 
if ever they ſhould be called in Queſtion for it, 
as St. Peter had been for going unto Cornelius (b), 
that they went out with the free Conſent and 
Concurrence of that Church, and that too by 
the immediate Appointment of the Holy Ghoſt, 
and not ſchiſmatically upon their own Heads. 
Theſe are the Reaſons I had to offer, why this 
could have been no Ordination to Paul and 
Barnabas, Let us now proceed to inquire, f 
: (a) Acts 10. (3) Ibid. 11. 
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In the ſecond Place, what Grounds there are 
for believing that thoſe Prophets and Teachers 
were not of an Order inferiour to that of the 
Apoſtles. In the firſt Verſe of the thirteenth 
Chapter it is written: Now there were in the 
Church that was at Antioch, certain Prophets 
and Teachers; as Barnabas, and Simeon that 
was called Niger, and Lucius of Cyrene, and 
Manaen, ' which had been brought up with Herod 
the Tetrarch, and Saul. Here we find that Bar- 
nabas and Saul, who was afterwards better known 
by the Name of Paul, were reckoned as being 
alſo. Part of thoſe Prophets and Teachers; one 
of whom, St. Paul, I hope, has been already 

oved to have been, at that very Time, indiſ- 
putably an Apoſtle; and alſo, there have been 
very ſtrong Preſumptions given that Barnabas 
was one alſo, Now if Barnabas and Saul, 
though Apoſtles, were called alſo Prophets and 
Teachers, then the Reaſons for believing thoſe 
others, who were called ſo likewiſe, to have 
been alſo of apoſtolical Authority, muſt be al- 
lowed to be, at leaſt, equally as ſtrong as thoſe 
for ſuppoſing them not to have been of it ; 
and therefore, no Conſequence ought regularly 
to be admitted from hence in Favour of Ordi- 
nation by Preſbyters rather than by Biſhops ; 
but if it has been clearly made appear, that no 
Ordination was intended in this Place, then can 
no Sort of Authority be drawn, from this 
Tranſaction, in Favour of Ordination by Preſ- 
byters at all. A Me 2008 

But furthermore, to prove that Preſbyters 
did actually ordain, you tell us in the ſame Page, 
that ** it is a well known, acknowledged, in- 
s conteſtible Fact, that Preſbyters, in the ce- 


lebrated 


Ly 

tt lebrated Church of Alexandria, ordained e 
e their own Biſhops, for more than two. hun- 
„ dred Years, in the earlieſt Ages of Chriſtia- 
<* nity.” Now admitting this to be true; yet, 
ought the Practice of that particular Church to 
be ſet againſt the concurrent one of all other 
Churches ? But that Preſbyters, in the Church 
of Alexandria, did ever ordain their own Biſhops, 
is, I believe, very far from being either à well 
known, acknowledged, or inconteſtible Fatt. For, 
if I am not miſtaken, it depends ſolely upon 
the Authority of St. Jerome, very much miſre- 
preſented. He indeed, in his 85th Epiſtle, which 
ſeems. to have been writ in one. continued Fit 
of Paſſion, againlt ſome one who had given the 
Preference to-Deacons before Prieſts, {peaks in 
ſuch high Terms of Prieſts, that he puts them 
almoſt upon a level with Biſhops. Bur had he 
ſaid, in expreſs Words, that Preſbyters in the 
Church of Alexandria did formerly ordain their 
own Biſhops (which is what he never once does) 
yet would it not have been the only Time his 
vehement Manner of writing had betrayed him 
into Inconſiſtencies: For, writing againſt Hel- 
_ vidius, he took Occaſion to commend Virginity, 

in ſuch high Strains, that he was 1 nas" by 
ſome to have condemned Marriage ; for which 
he thought himſelf obliged to make an Apo- 
logy, and to ſoften the Terms he had made 
uſe of. „ 

But after all, What is it that Jerome has ſaid. 
upon this Occaſion? Why that, in the Church 
of Alexandria, the Preſbyters, having elected one 
out of their own Order, and having placed him 
on a higher Seat, (with Intent probably that he 
might be ſeen the better by the People) _ 

| nat 


* 


[ 108 ] 


ted him Biſhop. Preſbyteri unum ex ſe eleftum 
in excelſiori Gradu Collocatum, Epiſcopum nomina- 
Bant. But does he ſay, that, by this Election, 
he was conſecrated or ordained? Not at all. 
For a little after, in the very ſame Epiſtle, he 
aſks this Queſtion, What is there that a Biſhop 
does, which a Preſbyter might not do, except or- 
dain ? So far was he then from imagining this 
to have been any Ordination, that he does not 
allow Preſbyters any Authority to ordain at all: 
Which not only moſt effectually overthrows 
what you have been pleaſed to call a well known, 
acknowledged, and inconteſtible Fass, viz. that 
Preſbyters in the Church of Alexandria did, at 
the firft, ordain their own Biſhops; but is alſo 
ſuch a Teſtimony againſt the Ordination by 
Preſbyters, in general, as cannot eaſily be got 
over. 

But there is one Reaſon more which you have 
aſſigned, why Ordination by Preſbyters ſhould 
be valid, and that is, that Biſhops and Preſ- 
« byters are in Scripture the very ſame, or not 
« a diſtinct Order or Office in the Church.” 
In Proof of which you have collected together 
ſeveral Authorities from the New Teſtament, 
to which you have ſubjoined the Opinion of 
fome of our firſt reformed Divines, and ſome 
others fince, that Biſhops had no Superiority to 
Preſbyters (a). That Preſbyters were in the 
Apoſtles Time called alſo Biſhops is undeniably 
true; and from the Identity of the Name ſeveral 
of our firſt reformed Divines, as well as others, 
might poſſibly have been miſled to look upon 
thoſe, whe have been called Biſhops ſince, to 
have been the ſame with thoſe who are called 

1 Biſhops 


(a) 3 Letter, p. 57. 
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Biſhops in the New Teſtament. But this is an 
Error I ſhall now endeavour to remove; and in 
order to it, I ſhall ſhew, that thoſe who were 
called Biſhops, during the Time the Apoſtles 
lived, had not the ſame Authority with thoſe 
who are called ſo at preſent, but acted under 
the Direction either of the Apoſtles themſelves, 
or elſe of ſome other Perſons of apoſtolical Au- 
thority, placed immediately by the Apoſtles 
over them. And ſecondly, I ſhall prove that 
they had not the Power to ordain. From 
whence it will follow, that though they were 
called Biſhops, yet were they not really what 
we mean by ſuch at preſent, but only Preſby- 
ters or Prieſts of the ſecond Order in the Mini- 
{try, in our Church. 

But firſt, I am to ſhew, that thoſe who were 
called Biſhops during the Time the Apoſtles 
lived, had not the ſame Authority with thoſe 
who are called ſo at preſent ; and this appears 
clearly from St. Paul's Epiſtles to Titus and 
Timothy. For in his Epiſtle to Titus, he tells 
him, that he left bim in Crete, that be ſhould ſet 
in Order the Things that were wanting, and ordain 
Elders in every City, as he had appointed him (a). 
And notwithſtanding it is not ſo expreſsly ſaid 
of Timothy, that he beſought him to abide at 
Epheſus to ordain them Biſhops or Elders there; 
yet, from the particular Deſcription of the Qua- 
lifications requiſite to be found upon Examina- 
tion in ' ſuch Biſhops, given him in the third 
Chapter of his firſt Epiſtle, and from his charg- 
ing him to lay Hands ſuddenly on no Man (6), 
it is plainly implied, that Timothy muſt have 
had this Authority alſo. But it does not only 


appear 
(a) Tit. i. 5. (5) 1 Epiſt. v. 22. 
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from hence, that both Titus and Timothy 
had the Power to ordain theſe Preſbyters or 
Biſhops; but likewiſe, that they had Authority 
to inquire into their Conduct and Behaviour in 
the Miniftry : For St. Paul tells Timothy, that 
he beſought him to abide at Epheſus, that he 
might charge ſome that they teach no other Doc- 
trine (a); and again, let the Elders that rule 
well be accounted worthy of double Honour (b); 
and, againſt an Elder receive not an Accuſation, 
but before two or three Witneſſes (c). Timathy 
and Titus therefore (if any ever had) muſt have 


had the very ſame Authority our Biſhops now 


enjoy, though then not diſtinguiſhed by that 


Name; whilſt others, though at that Time 


called Biſhops, could by no means have had 
it, being under the Cogaizance of thoſe, who 
had been placed immediately over them by the 
Apoſtles, and by whom many of them muſt 
have been ordained, as may be confirmed from 
St. Paul's Direction, both to Timothy and Titus, 
about the Ordination of ſuch ; they not having 
this Power in themſelves. And this is what I 
am to prove, in the ſecond Place. That thoſe 
Preſbyters, or Biſhops, ſpoken of in the Acts 
of the Apoſtles, and ſome of St. Paul's Epiſ- 
tles, had not Authority to ordain, is deducible 
from Ads the 20th, and St. Paul's firſt Epiſtle 
to Timothy. In Ads the 20th we read, that 
when St. Paul had called the Elders of the 
Church of Epheſus to Miletus, among other 
Things, he ſaid to them, take Heed unto your- 
ſelves, and to all the Flock, over which the Holy 
Ghoſt has made you Overſeers. In the Original 
it is (reg) Biſhops. Hence we find, that 
there 

0 1 Tim. i. 3. (3) Ibid; v. 17. (c) Eid. 19. 
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there were theſe Biſhops at that Time in the 
Church of Epheſus. And from St. Paul's tell- 
ing Timothy, that he beſought him to abide at 
Epbeſus, to charge ſome, that they teach no other 
Doctrine, it is plainly to be inferred, that there 
were ſuch Overſeers or Biſhops there, who had 
the feeding of the Flock of Chriſt even then, 
when St. Paul left Timothy at that Place. But 
if theſe Overſeers or Biſhops had had Authority 
to ordain, it is not at all conſiſtent to believe, 
that St. Paul would have left Timothy there, 
only to do what they could as well have done 
without him ; but by doing of it, he has ſuf- 
ficiently ſignified, that he did not look upon 
them as having any ſuch Authority belonging 
to them. Theſe Biſhops then could not have 
had the Power to ordain, and conſequently 
could not have been the ſame with thoſe we call 
Biſhops ar preſent ; but muſt have been of an 
Order of Degree in the Miniſtry inferiour to 
them. And the Reaſon, why thoſe, who were 
only Preſbyters, were at that Time called alſo 
Biſhops, ſeems to be this : The Name Biſhop, 
formed from a Greek Word, which ſignifies an 
Overſeer, might, with equal Propriety, be given 
to thoſe, who then had the Care of ſeparate 
Congregations only committed to them, as to 
others ſince, who have had the Overſight over 
ſeveral Congregations collectively; who, though 
they ſucceeded the Apoſtles in their Authority, 
yet, either through Humility of themſelves de- 
clining, or elſe the People refuſing to honour 
them with the high Title of Apoſtles, as think- 
ing it to belong, in a peculiar Manner, to thoſe 
who had been ſent out immediately by Chriſt 
himſelf, they from thenceforth were called 


Biſhops, 
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Biſhops, as being in a more general Senſe Over - 
rang the Church of God , whilſt thoſe who 
had been promiſcuouſly named either Prefbyters 
or Biſhops, for the avoiding of Confuſion, be- 
came diſtinguiſhed by the Name of Preſbyter 
only, which with us has been abreviated into 
Prieſt, and which in plain Exgliſʒ therefore ſig- 
niſies an Elder. If, by what has been ſaid 
upon this Subject, it has been ſufficiently proved, 
that thoſe Biſhops, mentioned in the New Teſ- 
tament, were not of the apoſtolical or epiſcopal 
Order, but of one inferiour to it, in that they 
acted under the Direction of others, and had 
not the Power to ordain; then it will follow, 
not only that no Advantage can be drawn from 
hence, in Favour of Ordination by Preſbyters, 
but alſo, that there were three Orders in the 
Miniſtry of the Church from the very Begin- 
ning: That which Timothy and Titus were of, 
by what Name ſoever at that Time diſtinguiſh- 
ed, together with that of Preſbyters, and that 
of Deacons, 
There is one Conſideration more upon this 
Head of Ordination, which you beg leave to 
mention, the rather, becauſe you think there 
hath not generally that Streſs been laid upon it, 
which its Importance deſerves : That is, ſup- 
c poling the Power of Ordination to be from 
« Scripture ever ſo clearly proved to belong 
« ſolely to Biſhops; yet, all the Biſhops of 
& this Realm refuſing to ordain, but upon un- 
e juſtifiable Terms; Ordination, in this Caſe, 
% may juſtly be ſought from Preſbyters ; and 
« when, given by them, is of undoubted 
& Validity and Regularity in the Chriſtian 
"Ds £4 oh „Church 


E 
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Church Ce). "need Gly pur your ou? fipot- 
tant Argument” into à Syllogiſm, to ſhew the 
Inconcluſiveneſs of it. Now, "according to your 
on Suppoſition, the Power af Ordination is 
from Scripture clearly to be proved to belong 
folely to Biſhops: But alf the Biſhops of this 
Realm refuſe to ordain, but upon unjuſtifiable 
Terms; therefore Ordination may juſtly be 
ſought from reſbyters. Tour Minor is de- 
nied ; and as to your Concluſion, any one, Who 
has but a very flender Knowledge of Log ick, 
muſt perceive, that it can never. follow from 
your remites. The more natural one, as well 

as more logically true, would certainly have 
been, that therefore Ordination ſhould be fought 
from"fuch Biſhops, "as" would not inſiſt upon 
unjaſtifiable Terms; and not from Preſbyters, 
who, if ty6ur Major be true, can haye no Au- 
thorith, either regular of valid, to ordain at all. 

For if Ordination is from Seripture clearly to 
be proved to belong ſolely to Biſhops, I ſhould 
be glad to be informed, by what Authority 
Ordination conferred by Preſbyters can be of 
undoubted' rn and” rt in the Chriſtian | 
Church, bd. 

Bur whgibughe Perſons,” who may have per- 
ſuaded themſelves that they are duely qualified 
to ſerve Chriſt in his Church, if they think the 
Terms of our Ordination dnjuſtifiable, to ſeek 
to be ordained” at all? Wherefore is their Mi- 
22 as you are pleaſed to ſay, /o greatly need. 

ed (b) ? What want is there of their Service? 
When there are others abundantly ſufficient in 
Number; and, it is to be hoped, not unduel 
W already 9 and who highly 

| approve 
(a) 3 Letter, p. 67, bs (% Bid. 68. 
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of, the 5 Texms 0 Ordinatian: "You 
us, moreok er, thay we r9e8 theſe. whor 
1. recerues (40. * ho ds it appears that 
Chriſt recgiye chem 7 I it Hecguſe they have 
been ordained. by Preſhyrers-? If what has been 
ſald upon the precaging, Parts of chie; Section 
has an Weight, it does nat appear fram Scrip- 
ture, that Preſbytess have ang Power to ordain; 
and conſequently, thoſe that have xeceived their 
Ordigation from ſueh only, cannot warrantably 
de ſaid t 2 be. received by Chriſt as his Miniſters. 
You ſay again, let the. ſole Power of Or- 
40 ae chen be selig wer to beve bern ori- 
« &-$ipgl ae lodgod in the; Biſhops 5 yet, if, at 
e 8 dare dend oe inte Combina- 
gon ta abuſg or peryert this Power: (+)? 
13 me ſtop here, and aſle Jou, How it has 
ever been made appear, that the Biſhaps, have 
Ra into any ſuch Combination? Fo ſay 
be Biſhops. haye entered into a Combi- 
nation ta abuſe or pervert their Power, if 
have any Meaning, implies that it was 
an Act of their Will, and nat of, but even bon- 
 krary, to, cheir Judgment : which. is ſo ſevere a 
enſure, as ought not raſnly to have dropt 
from the Pen of any one, who profeſſes 
ay himſelf, a Chriſtian 5 and much leſa, 
. 
from that of one Who may "nk y upon 
himſelf: as his. Miniſter, bo, oben be was re- 
viled, reviled nat again But you add, and 
. il Ordination cannot be had from them (mean- 
10 ing the Biſhops) upon honourable and Chriſ- 
& tian Terms; in this we may ſafely Reaſon, 
1 as Our Lord hath ER in a like Cafe, that 
Ref % God 
. 3 Letter, p. 8. (5) Bid. | 
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„ God! will have Mereys and not Sacrifice; 
<<. that a mere Ceremony is ta give way to Con- 
<<, ſiderations df a merelt Nature? Tou ate 
here; pleaſed to ſay, tat the Occaſion upon 
which our Lord ſpoke the foregoing Words, 
that God c have; Mans and no Strife, 
was ſimilar to | Perſon; ſeeking Orders from 
Elders ; or, as you tell usa little farther, from 
the People, nay even to his tabing this Honour 
4% biwſelf, When he thinks the Terms of epiſ- 
copal Ordination - unjultifable;: But poſſibly, 
upon an impartisbdxsmination the Occaſions 
will, be found to be very widely different. Our 
Saviour, according tert, Matthew: „ this 
Paſlage from Hoſea, upon two ſeveral ions; 
the firſt was, hen theFhatiſees were ſdanda- 
lized at his eating in: che Heouſe of » Mathers, 
in Company with;Publicans/ and Sinners ; the 
next Wah. WRe n they aecufed his Diſciples 
tor plucking the Rars of Corn, and eating them 
on the Sabbath Daytatheſe latter our Saviour ex- 
cuſes by the Example: f Davids eating the 
ſhew Bread ; previag thereby, that a poſitive 
Inſtitution, even of Goth himſelf, might, upon 
ſome Occaſions, excuſably be made to give way 
to the Neceſſities of Mankind; and ſhews it, 
moreover, to be agreeable to his Will, who had 
declared, that be: 4v0#/d+ have Mercy, and not 
ſacriſicece; and with Regard to his own Con- 
duct, he lets them know, that he: converſed 
with Publicans and Sinners, upon the ſame De- 
ſign, as a Phyſician with his Patients; and juſ- 
ties his ſo doing, by obſerving likewiſe, that 
God would have Mercy rather than ſacrifice; 
But where now is the Similitude between our 
Saviour's Practice in this Caſe and yours? Here 

n {17 were 
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were Publicans and Sinners moſt ſuperſtitiouſly 
avoided by the Phatiſees, and by that means 
precluded, at leaſt, from one effectual Method 
of coming to better Knowledge of themſelves 
and their Duty td God; HH they might have 
had frommthe Converſatiom of thoſe, who'af- 
fected tobe loud upon notionly as more holy, 
but alſo more perfectly inſttucted in their Law, 
than other Men. Theſe therefore our Saviour 
graciouſly aſſociates himſelf wich, in order to 
their Amendment; whoſe coming he told them, 
was to call ſuch to Repentande. Now, in what 
he here did, he did not invade any one Branch of 
the Jewiſh ſacerdotal Office 3 but you, on the 
contrary, aſſert: it to be awful for any Perſon, 
who ſhall think kimſdlf ue qualified, to do 
what is not left undome ; tocthruſt himſelf into 
what is the peculiar® Province of others, who 
may, without offence, 1 hope; be looked upon 
as duely qualified" as-he. Was there not a re- 
gular Miniſtry in the Church ef England; Were 
not the Sacramerits duelyaadminiſtered; Were 
not the People aſſembledg every Sabbath Day, 
to join in zbhe Service of God, and to hear the 
Scriptures” read and expounded to them, and 
all in their vulgar Tongue before your Sepa- 
ration? And do not the ſame Things continue 
to be performed ſtill? What is there ſimilar 
between our Saviour's moſt mercifully conver- 
ſing with thoſe, who had been moſt uncharita- 
bly deferted entirely, and your taking upon you 
to gather ſeparate Congregations out of thoſe, 
of whom there was as proper Care taken as you 
can ſnew ? Has there any abſurd, dangerous, 
or heterodox Doctrine been maintained in the 
Church of Eugiand, ſince the Reformation? 
What Things, uſeful or neceſſary to their Sal- 

vation, 
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vation; are the People taught in your Meet 
ings, Which they, "might not” have learned 
in out-Churches ? *An@ hence, moreover, if 
the ' Diſciples of our Lord did, as David had 
done —— them, in 4 Caſe of Neceſſity, act 
inconſiſtently with à poſitive Inſtitution of God, 
what neceſſity can you plead for doing as yo 
do ; for doing what, if your on Suppoſition 
be right, that the FowWer of Ordination J8 from 
Scripture clearly to be ptoved' to belong ſolely 
ro Biſhops, muſt be both unſcripturaPand irre- 
gular ?' But the Inference you make from our 
Saviour's ſaying that Cd toutd' babe Mer ty un⁰¹⏑j 
not ſacrifice, that a mere Ceremony is to give way 
to Conſiderations of a moral Nature, is forrjewhat 
extraordinary. For Why a nere Ceremony? 
What, are the legal Inſtitutions of the Jetis, and 
the Obſervation of the Sabbath then mere Cete - 
monies with you? Thoſe legal Iaſtitutions, 
however indifferent in their own Nature, yet, 
being inſtituted by God himſelf, became to the 
Jews an indiſpenſible Part of their Worſhip; 
and therefore muſt certainly have been more 
than mere Ceremonies. Phe ſerting apart one 
Day in ſeven for religious Services, being ap- 

inted by God himſelf, and incorporated by 
im among Duties of a moral Obligation, muſt 
be looked on as ſuch alfo, and conſequently Rill 
more than a mere Ceremony. And, for the 
fame Reaſon, ſince the Apoſtles themſelves did 
ordain, who were divinely inſpired; and had 
been inſtructed by our Lord himſelf, after his 
Reſurrection, for forty Days together, in be 
Things pertaining to the Kingdom of Gid; as 
Moſes had been for the fame Number of Days 
in the Mount, concerning the Service! of the 
29 I 3 Tabernacle ; 
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5 BLs And —Y oe * — chem in the 
fpiritual, Gove hurch 4 Ordina- 
tion by.Biſhops, b —— . 


| Awhariy, Ag bs Bot 30 be eſteemed, 26 4 mere 


Ceremany., Tbat 922 Apoltles gig themſelves 
ardaig:js- evident, from: 9977 having done it by. 
the ſryen Deacons, and from the Fractice of 


St. Pam and Barnabas, who;ordained Elders in 


every) Church in chat Niſfon ta which the 

Holy Gbaſt. * ig, a ſpecial Manner, callec 

—— 4 and that, they conferred; the Fower 
thol whom. they appointed to ſucceed 


t upon 
chem, is ene collected from St. Rs 


Epiltlg.to 7 it and his firſt to Timothy. | 
But Moyeaves, from the ſame Premiſes, _ 
-g conclude, e that Men, in other Re- 
e ſyects, well qualified, when their Service is 
<<. needed in the Church (of which themſelves, 
<, and. People. are to be judges) may act as 
Möniſters in che Church oi Chriſt ; either 
<« without any Ordination, when it cannot ho- 
< nourably be had; or with ſuch i whether 
% Preſhyterian gr Hqpular, as can be ha . 
45 hongdrable Terms“ Upon which I {gal 

beſtq an Obſeryatian or two, where with I, 

copglude. my Remarks upon this Section. 
That Men in other Reſpects well qualifed, 
and the People are to be judges, whether their 
Service is needed in the Church or not, is. a 
Principle which, if true, muſt neceſſarily tend 
— crumble every Church to Atoms. For if it 
be. juſtifiable for every Man, who has a good 
5 bimſelf, and who takes it into his 
Head to diſſike the Method, in which the Ser- 
vice is ee. eee 

ere 
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ſtered, by the preſent Paſtor in a 8 
tion, ind can by any Means Aer a by 
Part of che People to his way of Thinking, mood 
prevail upon them to ordàin him their Teacher, 
(which might de no very difficult Matter to do, 
conſidering the Capriciouſnels;” generally ſpeak- 
ing, of the human Mind) Tiſay,' were it Jufti- 
fable for any Perſon, upon ſuch Pretences, to 
take him to act as a Miniſter of the'Chrif- 
tian Chureh, it would be morally-impoſſible fot 
any Congregation to keep itſelf togethet for any 
conſidetable Time, but would be continuall 
liable to be divided and ſubdivided Witho 
End; whieh, I make no doubt. would be ſoon 
perceived, were this Principle but once thrbughly 
eſtabliſned amopg the People, and permitted to 
work by eek its fuſl Foree Im your own Congre- 
—— But there is yet a Conſequente, of a 

more dangerous Wature, than that of intro- 
ducing Anarchy and Cottfuſion into the Church, 
by the Diviſion and Subdiviſion of it, which flows 
from what you have advanced; I mean, that 
a Way is opened, almoft without any Poſhbility 
of Prevention, for Perſons, Who are fallen into 
the moſt fundamental Errors, to become Teachers 
and Preachers in many, and I might add in 
moſt, Congregations: For you fay, that Men, 
in other Reſpects, well allded, and the Peo- 
ple, are to be judges, whether their Service be 
needed in the! en. ee But then, who are to 
judge; whether thoſe Men, Who may think 
temieIves well qualified for- the Chriſtian Mi- 
niſtry, are really ſo of not? If you ſay, the 
People; give me leave to obſerve to you, upon 
what account "ought to be looked upon 

very W es in a Matter of ſuch 


14 Conſequence 
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Conſequence./as this. . The N generally 
King, are apt to form their Judgment of 
erſons from their outwerd Appearance only, 
either not quely concerning themſelves about, 
or elſe not being capable x9. diſeover the ſecret 
Perverſion of, their Hearts, and.was:a-Perſon 
tainted, with the pernicious Principles of, ſome 
of the ancient Hereticks, yet practiſed their 
Aue nay, was an Arian, a, Socanian, or 
eyen a Papiſt, who had Art enough to diſguiſe 
heir. Options, and to bebave as, Out wardly 
lober. ang, virtuous Men. to be put in Compe- 
tition with ſuch as were truely Orthodox in theit 
Principles, and alſo truely pious and Chriſtian 
n their Lives, upon your 8 yſtem, they would 
have, at leaſt, an equal Chance with them, for 
ing, choſen Miniſters. in.ſeyeral Congregations. 
You will. Jays perhaps, that the People, when 
they ge haye, been, deceived in them, 
Pol dial them. Well, be it ſo. But ſup- 
(and, which may not bea groungleſs Sup- 
Polen that they, by. their. ſecret Practiſes, had 
Peso the major Part of their Congregations 
fore. the Diſcovery has been made; Who is to 
| diſmiſs , them then? But admitting that they 
may have perverted only, a few; yet ſurely the 
Perverſion even of one ought. by all, means to 
be guarded. againſt z yet, I hope, by. this Time; 
appears not to be effe&yally done by your. Plan, 
But if you mean, that Perſons themſelves are 
to judge of their own Qualifications for the 
| Migiſtry, they may be fgund likewiſe to be 
very improper judges, in Caſes wherein they are 
themſelves lo nearly concerned. Men may ge- 
nerally be obſerved to entertain too, favourable 
an n of their oyn Parts; and ſelf. iuffi- 
3 * | ; ciency 
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ciency and pride. of Heart entered very deeply 
into the Colftiturion of many of e . 
archs; and poſſibly Mankind may not be ſo 
much altered for the better, as to give us any 
Reaſon to apprehend that the ſame Cauſe ſhould 
not produce the ſame Effect {till ; that Men may 
be very Heterodox in their ways of Thinking, 
and yet have no worſe Opinion of - themſelves 
upon that Account : Wherefore, Perſons them- 
ſelves ought not to be allowed to be proper 
Judges whether they are duely qualified for the 
Miniſtry or not. Theſe are ſome of the Excep- 
tions, Which, this your Poſition, that Men in 
other Reſpects well qualified, c. ſeems to be 
liable to from Reaſon. I ſhall now lay before 
you ſome Conſiderations, upon which it appears 
to be inconſiſtent alſo with Scripture. In the 
Goſpel we read, that our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, the 
Author of the Chriſtian Covenant, and whom 
St. Paul, in his Epiſtle to the Hebrews; has 
proved to have been that Perſon, who was to be 
@ Prieſt for ever after the Order of Melchizedek, 
did out of a Number of Diſciples chuſe twelve, 
eleven of whom (one of them Judas Iſcariot 
being loſt) he, a little before his Aſcenſion, 
indued with a very extraordinary Power, when 
be breathed on them, and ſaid, receive ye the Holy 
Ghoſt, whoſoever Sins ye remit they are remitted. 
unto them, and whoſoever Sins ye retain they gre 
retained (a); and gave them Orders to go and 
preach the Goſpel to all Nations, and io baptize © 
ſuch as received it, in the Name of the' Father, 
and of. the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt (b)., From 
his chooſing thus twelve Diſciples only out of 
03 e i 26035 7 > rogly; roy oe MRERER 


(a) John xx. 22, 23. (5) Matt. xxiii. 19. 
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4 Number of others (a), and giving them ſuch 
al ſingular Power and Commiſſion, aſſuring 
them, at the ſame Time, that, in the Execu- 
tion of it, he would be with them always, even 
1 tie End of the World (b) he has plainly ſig- 
nified; that the Bufineſs in which they were im- 
ployed, was peculiar to thoſe who ſhould in a 
per Manner be ſet apart for it; and that ir 
was not to be left open either for the People to 
ordain unto, or for every one to engage himſelf 
in at his own Diſcretion. | 
TFnough I thought that 1 had herewith finiſh- 
ed my Remarks'upon this Section, yet, upon 
4 Review I find, at the Bottom of the ſixtieth 
| Page, a Quotation, with a Note upon it, over- 
looked by me before; which I ſhall take No- 
tice of here, that I may be able to ſay, 
have not wittingly paſſed over any Thing 
which ſeemed to me to merit Regard. The 
Quotation is made from the Office for ordain- 
mg Deacons, Where the Biſhop aſks — © Do 
«you think that you are truely called accord- 
ing to the Will of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
„ and the due Order of this Realm ;”” upon 
which you ſay, * Nore, It is not ſufficient to 
% make him a Minifter of this Church, that 
«he is called according to the Will or Inſti- 
* tution of Jeſus Chriſt, if he be not alſo called 
According to the due Order of this Realm.“ 
But this Queſtion relates only to the external 
Call to the Miniſtry, the Biſhop having exa- 
mined them concerning their internal one in the 
Queftion - immediately - preeeding; and conſe- 
quently all that is intended by this, is to know 
m their own Mouths, whether the Perſons to 
| 3 
() Lake vi. 13. (3) Matt; xxvili. 20. 
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be ordained, do think, 9 the Order; they are 
going to be admitted to, is according to the 
Will, of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt; and aſſo, wbe⸗ 
ther the Form or Manner of Admiſſion to it 
uſed in this Realm or Church be truely valid. 

Thus, Sir, I have conſidered the ſeveral Ar- 
guments alledged by you, with Deſign to give 
us more juſt and favourable Impreſſions. of Ordi- 
nation by Preſhyters. And whether, after what 
has been ſaid upon them, we ought to fink. our 

cem o | Epiſcopal, or you yours of Preſbyterian, 

dination, 1 ſhall recommend to your owt 
more ſerious Conſideration; and go on ET 
next beige: Which is, 


Of the People $ Right to chuſe their vn Pare 


In ſupport of which you argue, that from: 
the.Charge, given them in Scripture, to t be 
pirits— to beware of falſe Prophets—to take heed 
fea they bear, they had a Right of Judging ; 
rom whence you infer, that they had a Right 
alſo of chuſing their own Paſtors. But poſſibly, 
98, an unpartial Examination, your Conclu- 
jon will be found too general for your Princi- 
ples. Our Saviour bids his Diſciples beware of 
falſe Prophets (a); and St. Jahn cautions thoſe, 
to whom he wrote his firſt Epiſtle, not to believe. 
every Spirit, hut to try. the Spirits; whether they. 
are of God; becauſe many falſe Prophets were gene 
out into the World (b), Hence we may perceive, 
that both the Charges are particular, being no 
other than that of being aware of falſe Prophets; 
for which Reaſon the Concluſion drawn from 
dhe on to be ſo likewiſe; and which gan 
rer 

l n vii. 18. (eh Epiſt. ir. 1. 
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fegularly be, only, that the People were at Li- 
berty to chuſe, whether they would be ſeduced 
by ſuch falſe Prophets as ſhould ariſe or not; 
and not that they had, in general, à Right to 


chuſe their own Paſtors. But our Saviour's or- 


dering his Diſciples to fate bee ' what they 
hear (a), can be nothing to your Purpoſe : For 
it has no Sort of Reference, either to judging 
or chuſing; for he had not been ſpeaking of 
4 Diverſity of Doctrines, but had, in his fore- 
going Parable of the Sower, been ſhewing, that 
the generality of Men would be ſuch negligent 
Heaters of the true, as to profit little or no- 
thing by ita Whence he takes Occaſion to charge 


his Diſciples, to give ſuch diligent Attention to 


thoſe. Things which had been ſpoken to them 
by him, that they might not be like thoſe un- 
truitful Hearers alluded to in that Parable, 
But to proceed. The ſame may be obſerved 
upon your next Text, Rom. xvi. 17. as has 
been done upon your two former; that, from 
a particular Caution, you have drawn likewiſe 
a general Concluſion. For though the Chriſ- 
tian Laity are therein charged to mark them that 
cauſe Diviſions and Offences, contrary to the 
Doctrine which they had learned; and to avoid 


them; (which is what I moſt ſincerely wiſh they 


always had done; for then, perhaps, you and 
I:ſhould+ not have had any Occaſion to have 
troubled the Publick with our different Opinions 
upon theſe Particulars) I ſay, though they be 
charged to mark, (o%7« to conſider, to obſerve 
ever ſo carefully) yet it is only them who cauſe 
Diviſions; which is what they ſurely might 
have been cautioned to do, without their being 

gp ſuppoſed 

(a) Mark iv. 24. See Beza's Annot. & Dr. Clark's Par. 
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ſuppoſed to have had a Right to chuſe their 
own Paſtors. © For ſuppoſe the Biſhops of this 
Church, upon the ſtarting up of any new- 
fangled Teachers, ſhould write paſtoral Letters 
to the People of their reſpective Dioceſes, 
wherein they took Occaſion to caution them to 
try the Spirits of ſuch Men to beware of ſuch 
falſe Teachers; Would it not be a very extra- 
ordinary Way of Reaſoning, ſhould a Stranger 
to our eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution infer from 
thence, that the People of this Church had a 
Right to chuſe their own Paſtors ? Moſes, in 
the Beginning of the thirteenth” and the latter 
End of the eighteenth Chapters of Deuteronomy, 
warns the People of Tfrael againſt” falſe and 
preſumpruous Prophets; giving them Signs, 
whereby they were to be diſcovered; from whence 
they muſt have had a Right of judging: Butwho- 
ever thought of inferring from thence, that they 
had alſo a Right to chuſe their own Prieſts ? 
And yet this is what might, with full as good 
Propriety, be done, as, from our Saviour's or- 

dering his Diſciples to beware of falſe Prophets, 
to conclude, ' that the Chriſtian Laity had a 
Right to chuſe their own Miniſters. Upon the 
whole, ſo little Connexion does there ſeem to 
be between your Concluſion and the Authori- 
ties it is deduced from, that I cannot hel 
thinking, a common and unbyaſſed Reader 
might have read them over a thouſand Times, 
without ſo much as ever once imagining, that 
they had any ſuch Conſequence belonging to 
them. Kin 


- the next Place, you would: ſupport your 
Atgument from the Manner in which the Place 


of Judas the Traitor was filled up, Acts i. and 


in 
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in which the ſeven Deacons were choſen, Acts 
vi. which you ſay, <<, plainly ſhews it to be the 
« Conſtitution of the great, Founder of the 
ce Chriſtian Church, that its Miailters ſhould 
«© be appointed. by the Election of the People,” 
With regard to the filling up the Place of Judas 
Jou argue, that an Apoſtle was an Officer 
of extraordinary Rank, whom it ſeemed, in 
2 peculiar Manner, the Prerogative of Chriſt 
*-to appoint ſolely to that Office; but neither 
* doth. be do this, nor yet order the apaſtolic 
<« College to fill up this Vacancy by their own 
« * and Diſcretion; but (for an In- 
© ſtruction, no doubt, to pokes Ages) he com- 
< manded the Chriſtian People (the whole Num- 
ce ber of Believers, as far as appears, that were 
2 then at Jeru/alem) to chuſe out two, and pte- 
<« ſent them before him, of whom he would 
ee appoint one to the vacant Apoſtolate.“ In 
what you have here advanced, there are ſome 
few Points that do not appear to be ſo very 
certain as you have taken them to be. You ſay, 
that the hundred and twenty, aſſembled upon 
this Occaſion, were the whole Number of Be- 
lievers, as far as appears, that were then at Je- 
ruſalem ; but upon a ſtricter Inquiry, the Pro- 
bability, that there were many more Diſciples 
then at Jeruſalem than thoſe hundred and twenty, 
may poſſibly be found equally as. ſtrong, if not 
much ſtronger, than that they were che whole 
Number ; which muſt greatly weaken your Hy- 
potheſis, that does, in great Meaſure, depend 
upon this Aſſembly's being compoſed of- the 
whole Number of Believers then in that City. 
Now St. Paul informs us, 1 Cor. xv. 6. that 
our Saviour was leen of above five hundred 
. Brethren 
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Brethren at once, after his Reſurrection, who 
muſt have been made Diſciples even during the 
Courſe of his Miniſtty; and from What St. 
John writes in his Goſpel, it is clearly to be 
deduced, that our Saviour muſt have bad a 
very conſiderable Number of Diſciples 3 for 
in the third Chapter, and twenty ſixth Verſe, 
he introduces the Diſciples of St. Jobn the Bap- 
tiſt, as telling him, that be that wwas: with bim 
beyond Jordan, and to whom be bore Witneſs, bap- 
tized, and all Men came to bim; and in the 
Beginning of the very next Chapter, we are 
given to underſtand, that the Number of them 
was ſo great, that the Phariſees began to take 
Umbrage at it; for we read there, that wher 
the Lord knew bow the Phariſees bed heard that 
Feſus made and haptized more Diſciples than John, 
he left Judea, and departed again inte Galilee: 
From all which Places together it appears 
plainly, that the Multitude of our Saviour's 
Diſciples was very conſiderable, and that, from 
the laſt in particular, even in Judea itſelf, that 
is, in the Country round about Jeruſalem, be- 
fore his Crucifixion. 1 thall now proceed to 
conſider what Probability there is, that there 
was then in Jeruſalem, when: this Aſſembly was 
held, a far greater Numbet of them than that 
hundred and twenty, of whom it is ſaid to be 
compoſed. St. Luke, Acts i. 15. ſpeaking of 
the Time when that Meeting af the Diſciples 
was, ſays, it was in thoſe Days, that is, in the 
Days that intervened between our Saviour's 
Aſcenſion and the Feaſt of Pentecoſt, which 
could not be above nine. However, he has left 
it quite undetermined upon which of thoſe Days 
it was; yet, from his Manner of expreſſing him- 


ſelf, 
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ſelf, we may juſtly ſuppoſe, that two or three 
Days at leaſt had paſſed, after our Saviour's 
Aſcenſion, before this Aſſembly met; and if ſo, 
then we may very reaſonably conclude, that an 
Event of ſuch Conſequence, as that of our Sa- 
viour's Aſcenſion, would quickly be ſpread, not 
only among the Diſciples at Jeruſalem, but alſo 
at Places ſome Diſtance from it; ſo that, in 
two or three Days Time, we may very naturally 
believe, a great many would come up to 
Feruſalem to the Apoſtles, who were ordered 
not to depart from thence (a), to be ſatisfied of 
the Truth and Circumſtances of ſo intereſting 
's Fact. But if we were to ſuppoſe (and I can 
ſee no Inconſiſtency in ſuppoſing) this Meeting 
of the Diſciples to have been not long before 
the Feaſt. of Pentecoſt, we ſhould then have 
much ſtronger Reaſon ſtill for believing, that 
there was a far greater Number there; becauſe 
many might poſſibly have come up, in order 
to prepare for keeping that Feaſt, the ſame with 
their ſt of Weeks, one of the three ſolemn 
Times in the Lear, when all the Males were to 
appear before the Lord, in the Place which he 
ſnould chuſe (5), which was then 'Feruſalem. 
All theſe Circuniſtances conſidered, it muſt be 
allowed to be equally as probable, that thoſe 
hundred and twenty were not the whole Num- 
ber of Believers then at Feruſalem, as that they 
were; and if fo, then all that you have built, 
upon ſuppoſing them to be the whole, muſt 
fall to the Ground. Raf Torr | 
But there are ſome Reaſons for believing (and 
which I ſhall} now lay before you) that the 
People had no Concern at all in this 1 1x 
wks ; | 1 * JET St. 
() Afi. 4. (5) Deut. xvi. 16. 
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St. Luke acquaints us, that our Saviour ap- 
pointed ſeventy Diſciples beſides the twelve, and 
{ent them, two by two, before his Face, whi- 
ther he himſelf would come (a). If we com- 
pare what he ſaid to theſe ſeventy, with what 
he had before done upon the ſame Occafion to 
the twelve (5), we ſhall' find, that the Power 
and Authority of both were then the fame. And 
if we add theſe ſeventy to the eleven, which re- 
mained after the Death of Judas the Traitor, there 
will be eighty one Perſons, it may be ſtill ſurviving 
who had bern impleyed by Chriſt in the Mi- 
niſtry. And that he did occaſionally Commiſ- 
ſion alſo others to the ſame Buſineſs, is clear 
from the goth and Goth Vetſes of the ninth 
Chapter, where it is written, and he ſaid to 
anochet; follow me but he ſaid, Lord ſuffer 
me firſt to go and bury my Father; Jeſus ſaith 
unto him, let the Dead bury their Dead, but 
go thou and preach the Kingdom of God (c). 
£3 TINY 1 MOV LEGS? 3:4 | PM 'And 
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(4), Luke , 1. . 4 905 e Bid. ix. 1. Kc. 
c) Our Saviour, in this Plate, is ſuppoſed to have referred 

to e 6th Chapte of Num and the 21ſt of Leviticus; 
See Dr. Mit?s Refer. tpth th Text. The 6th of Num- 
bers contains the Laws for the Nazzarires, who, during the 
Time the Vow was upon them, were not to approach” to 
any dead Body, nor to make themſelyes unclean for Father 
or for Mother, or for any other near Relation. And in the 
21{ of Leviticus are ſet down DireAlons for the high Prieſt, 
who likewiſe was not to go in it» any dead Body, nor to 
defile himſelf for his Father or for his Mother. Now if 
our Saviour had indeed theſe Texts in view, as .it is not 
improbable but what be date. tÞen we may preſume, that 
he did Deſign what he has here ſaid as a tacit Intimation, 
that he would have all thoſe, who had been commiſſioned 
immediately by himſelf to £1.90 the Goſpel, look upon 
themſelves as 1n an efpecial Manner ſeparated and holy 
unto the Lord, And moreover, likewiſe, that they ſhould 
| be 
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And there is very great Reaſon to believe, that 
he, who commanded his Diſciples: to pray the 
Lord of the Harveſt, that he would ſend forth 
Labourers into his Harveſt (a), would himſelf 
take every Opportunity of ſending ſuch, when 
he found any duely diſpoſed for it. Wherefore, 
all Things conſidered, thoſe hundred and twenty, 
whereof the Aſſembly of Diſciples, ſpoken of in 
the firſt Chapter of the Acts, is ſaid to have 
conſiſted, may be ſuppoſed io ſuit rather with 
the Number of thoſe, who had been commiſſioned 
by Chriſt to preach the Goſpel, than to that 
of all the Diſciples which were then at Jeruſa- 
lem. If then, from what has been ſaid, it ap- 
pears probable, that there were more Diſciples 
than the hundred and twenty at Jeruſalem, when 
St. Matthias was appointed to the Apoſtolate; 
and alſo, that not all the Believers, but thoſe 
only, who had been imployed by our Saviour 
in the Miniſtry, were aſſembled upon that Oc- 
caſion; then muſt the Manner, in which the 
Place of Judas the Traitor was filled up, be ſo 
far from being a ſtrong preſumptive Evidence, 
in ſupport of popular Elections, that it can af- 
ford no Evidence in Favour of it at all. 
Neither yet does the Manner, in which the 
ſeven. Deacons: were choſen, Acts vi. ſhew it 
plluiniy to be tbe Cunſtirution of the great Founder 
of the Cbriſtian Churth,” that its Miniſters ſbould 
be appointed by the Eleftion of the. People. For 
A * adult ed 0 by 19634" Wo et *-/"'Tthere 
ein di et OY A T9. 4 SER 297% | 
be regarded , as'upv An Equality with the h. 
NE a toy whe! Micah one bt 
mitted to defile themſelves for a Father, or for, a Mother, 
and other near Relations, mentioned in the Beginning of 
the ſame Chapter. uin K. 
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there are very good Grounds for believing, that 
it was never deſigned for a ſtanding Rule always 
to be obſerved, but that the Apoſtles only ſub- 
mitted to it then in Compliance with the pre- 
ſent Neceſſity. Upon the Complaint of the 
Helleniſtical Fews, that their Widows were neg- 
lected in the daily Miniſtration, the Apoſtles 
found it. neceſſary to inſtitute the Office of Dea- 
cons, to aſſiſt them in diſtributing what had 
been collected for the Uſe of the Poor, that they 
themſelves might not be diverted from Buſineſs of 
more weighty Concern; and the preſent Oc- 
caſion requiring that it ſhould be done imme- 
diately, but they not having Leiſure, from their 
other Imployments, to look out themſelves, 
and probably not ſufficient Knowledge of the 
Lives and Characters of a proper Number of 
Perſons to be appointed to that Buſineſs, did 
deſire the People for that Occaſion (as imagining 
that they, from a perſonal Knowledge, might 
be better acquainted with the Characters of each 
other than they themſelves then were) t look 
out ſeven Men of honeſt Report, full of the Holy 
Ghoſt and Wiſdom : 1 ſay, for that Occaſion ; 
becauſe afterwards, when they themſelves had 
had Time and Opportunity to become better ac- 
quainted with the Diſciples z they, from what 
may be collected to have been their ſubſequent 
Practice, do not ſeem to have paid that De- 
ference, to the Voice of the People, as to think 
it neceſſary, or even expedient, to the ordain- 
ing a Perſon to any Function in the Church: 
For St. Paul, who was alſo an Apoſtle, and 
who we cannot imagine would caulelefly have 
departed” from the —_ _ yoke. of the 
other Apoſtles ; eſpecially, e been per- 

mn Were rn" 
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ſuaded, that they were ſuch as had been ap- 
N by God himſelf; as you tell us, the 

ight of the People to chuſe the Miniſters of 
the Church was (2); in the third Chapter of his 
firſt Epiſtle to Timothy, after having given him 
expreſs Directions, how ſuch. as were to be ad- 
mitted to the Office of Deacons ought, to be 
qualified, both as to theit Life and Doctrine, 
does not once order him to take Care, that 
they had been firſt duely elected by the People; 
bur only adds, in the tenth Verſe, and let thoſe 
be firſt proved; then ler them uſe the Office of a 
Deacon, being found blameleſs. Now the Perſon, 
who was to prove ſuch as offered themſelves 
Candidates for the Office of a Deacon, could 
be nb other than Timothy himſelf, to whom, in 
particular, the Apoſtle addrefſes theſe Direc- 
tions: But if Timothy was directed by St. Paul 
(ho, no doubt, acted conformably to the reſt 
of the Apoſtles) to ordain ſuch Perſons Dea- 
cons, whom he had himſelf proved, and, by 
his own Experience, found to be. jrreproach- 
able, both in Life and Doctrine, and this with- 

ut cheir being elected by the People, it may 

ry reaſonably be preſumed, that neither St. 
Paul, nor the other Apoſtles, were perſuaded 
that it Was the Conſtitution of Chriſt, that the 
Miniſters of his Church ſhould be appointed by 
the Klection of the People; and conſequently, 
the Concern the People had in the Choice of 
the ſeven Deacons, ought. to be looked upon 
as' a Teſtimony only occaſionally required of 
them, chat they, were Men of honeſt Report, 
Full of the Holy Ghoſt and Wiſdom, - 
en 4 f ; | « But 


* un. 


(a) 2 Letter, p. 5 A 


( 133 ] 

But the two Precedents, which you have given 
from the old Teſtament, to corroborate. your 
Arguments in Defence of the Peoples Right to 
chuſe their own. Paſtors, viz. © that when 
Judges and Rulers were to be appointed over 
the Hebrew Tribes; Moſes, though poſſeſſed 
te of ſo extraordinary a Meaſure of both Wiſ⸗ 
dom and Authority, , pretends not to appoint 
« them merely of. his-own Will, but leaves 
„them to the People's Choice, Deut. i. 13. 
% Take ye wiſe Men and Underſtanding among 
« your Tribes: Aud I will make them Rulers. 
6 Yea, God himſelf did not think fit to be- 
*« come the peculiar King and Governor of this 
<« People, but by their free Election and Choice, 
* Exod. xix. 8. (a) ;” If they prove any Thing, 
it is what is quite foreign to your Purpole. 
You were to ſhew, that the Chriſtian Laity had, 
by the Appointment of God, a Right to chuſe 
their own Paſtors ; but from thgſe Inſtances it 
is to be inferred, that the Choice of all ſubor- 
dinate civil Officers, as well as of the ſupreme 
civil Governors, was by the Will of God left 
to the People; for thoſe, whom the People 
were ordered by Moſes to take, were undeniably 
deſigned for ſubordinate civil Officers, being 
ſuch as were to be Captains or Rulers over 
Thouſands, over Hundreds, over Fifties, and 
over Tens (5). And if you have truely repre- 
ſented, what you tell us from Exod. xix. 8, 
that God himſelf did not think fit to become 
«< the peculiar King and Governor of that Peo- 
“ ple, but by their free Election and Choice,” 
it will follow, that it muſt have appeared more 


K 3 agreeable 


(a) 2 Letter, p. 72. (3) Deut. i. 13, 15. 
Exod. xviil. 25. 2 
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agreeable to the Will of God, that the People 
ſhould chuſe alſo their _—_— civil Governors: 
I fay, if you have truely repreſented this laſt 
Inſtance; becauſe you ſeem to me to have been 
greatly miſtaken in it; for the Reader need 
only be deſired to turn to Exodus xix. to be ſa- 
tisfied, that God was not propoſing himſelf 
to them in that Place, to be choſen by them 
for their King, but is tranſacting with them as 
their God; becauſe what he has ſaid to them, 
upon that Occaſion, is no more than what every 
Perſon, to whom he has been pleaſed to mani- 
feſt his Will, may alſo very ſafely apply to 
himſelf, that if he will but ſincerely obey his 
Voice, he ſhall be peculiarly favoured by him. 
However, admitting it to be as you ſay, that 
God himſelf did not think fit to become the peculiar 
King and Governor of the Iſraelites, but by their 
free Election and Choice ; yet what Reaſon is 
there for imagining, that all _— to whom 
the revealed Will of God is made known, ought 
to conform themſelves, in every particular Cir- 
cumſtance, to the Plan of his Dealing with that 
People? But wherefore are we to be told, what 
was done in the civil, and not rather in the ec- 
cleſiaſtical State of the Fews ; when you were 
ſpeaking of the Chriſtian Church; between 
which and the Jewiſh, it might have been ex- 
pected that ſome Conformity would have been 
obſerved ? There, though by the two foregoing 
Inſtantes you would make it appear, that po- 
ular Elections were more agreeable to the 
Will of God, you would have found it quite 
otherwiſe; becauſe, in that Church, he had 
fixed and eſtabliſhed the Prieſthood in ſuch a 
| T Manner, 
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Manner, as not to leave the People even the 
Shadow of a Right to chuſe their own Prieſts. 
In the next Place, to theſe Authorities from 
Scripture you ſubjoin the Opinion of ſome pri- 
mitive Fathers, and the Practice of ſome an- 
cient Churches, in Proof of the Peoples Right 
to chuſe their own Biſhops; and then declare 
yourſelf ſurprized at Mr. White's conteſting ſo 
ftifly this Point, when the Stream beats ſo vio- 
lently againſt him (4). But you have not been 
pleaſed to let us know in what Part of his 
Writings you found him conteſting ſo ſtifly 
this Point, However, in that Place you muſt 
have had in view, he does not ſeem ſo very 
poſitive as you have repreſented him, where he 
ſays, I know nobody that pretends, that the 
© Preſence and Approbation of the People was 
* not admitted or required at the Advance- 
* ment of a Biſhop: And if it were granted, 
& that, in ſome Times or Places, their Suf- 
« frage or Vote has been admitted, What does 
« that ſhew, but that the Practice of the Church, 
<« in this Reſpect, was various? And what fol- 
« Jows from this, but that there was then, no 
e Notion of any natural and unalienable Right 
e in the People to have Paſtors of their own 
« chuſing.“ 8 
What makes this Teſtimony of St. Jerome 
the more to our Purpoſe is, becauſe he was 
Writing againſt ſome, who were for ſetting the 
Order of Deacons above that of Preſbyters. 
But to prove the Superiority of Preſbyters, he 
inſtances the celebrated Church of Alexandria; 
wherein, from St. Mark the firſt Founder for 
the two ſucceeding Centuries, the Biſhop had 
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been * choſe by the Preſbyters alone, and 
that out of their own. Order; without the Suf- 
frage or Concurrence of the Deacons : But if 
the Suffrage of the Deacons was not admitted, 
we may, I hope, very reaſonably infer, neither 
was that of the People, 

And that this is all he contends for, may be 
ſeen from what he ſays, when he firſt enters upon 
this veſtion. where he obſerves, that the 
Preſby terians have not been always in the 
e Sentiments they now profeſs about this Mat- 
« ter; and ſhews, ** that, in their jus divinum 
« Meniferii Evangelici, this Poſition is laid 
i down, that the Election of a Minifter does not 
* belong by divine Right wholly and ſolely, ta the 
«© major Part of every particular Congregation(a).” 


And he moreover obſerves, that the Inde- 


pendents, when they came into Power, did 

* not aboliſh Patronages, and reſtore the Peo- 
<« ple to their pretended Right to chuſe their 

% own Paſtors (5). This was not Writing 
like one who. was conteſting tiffiy, that the Peo- 
ple were never allowed a Voice in chuſing their 
own - Biſhops ; but rather like one that was 
proving, that their Right for ſo doing was not 
by divine Appointment. And this is what your 
ſeveral Inſtances do not really amount to the 
Proof of: For though there might have been 
ſome Churches, wherein the Suffrage of the 
People was admitted in the Choice of their 


Biſhops, yet, would it not follow, that there 


were not others, in which this Liberty was not 
allowed them. St. Paul left Timothy at Epbe- 


ſus, and Titus at Crete (who had epiſcopal Au- 


thority if any ever had) without the Con- 


currence, 
(a) 2 Defence, p. 60. (5) 2 Letter, p. 141. 


( 137 ] 

Currence, or, as far as appears, without even 
the Requeſt of the People : Now had this their 
Right to chuſe their own Biſhops been appointed 
by God, it is not to be ſuppoled, that St. P 
divinely inſpired as he was, would have been 
guilty of ſo manifeſt an Infraction of it. St. 
Jerome tells us, that, in the Church of Aleran- 
Aria, from St. Mark the Evangeliſt, for the two 
{ucceedipg Centuries, the Biſhops were choſen 
by the Preſbyters, without any Mention of the- 
People (a). And to come nearer our own Times, 
In the Reign of King James I. the Preſbyterian 
Miniſters, in Edenborougb, lived together in one 
large Houſe, preaching in common, without 
Conſideration of particular Charges (+) ; which 
is what they ſurely would never have done, had 
they. been perſuaded that each Congregation 
had, by divine Appointment, a Right to chuſe 
their. reſpective Paſtors. From what has been 
faid, it inconteſtibly appears, that the Practice 
of Churches, in this particular, was different: 
And what follows from thence is, that there was 
ng Apprehenlion of being divinely ordered, that 
the People ſhould chuſe-their own Miniſters; 

and for that Reaſon they did not all alike 
ſtrictly conform unto it. | 

As to what Mr. bite has ſaid further upon 
this Head, you tell him, that his Reaſoning is 
truely extraordinary; which you ſay, in ſhorr, 
to be this — A Man does well, who meekly 
e attends the Miniſtry of a good, able, ortho- 
«© dox Miniſter, by whomſoever provided; but 
e the King, Biſhops, Lord Chancellor, Gentry, 
Sc. are more competent Judges of the Good- 
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ec "neſs and Orthodoxy of Clergymen, than the 
«common People; from whence you conclude, 
« that the People ought not to judge for them-. 
« ſelves in theſe Matters, but to ſubmit meekly 
<-to the Determination of the King, Lord 
“ Chancellor, Biſhops, Cc. (a).“ Mr. White 
has argued very judiciouſly in Support of the 
minor Propoſition (5) : And, I believe, it will 
readily be granted, that he had very good Rea- 
ſon for maintaining Perſons of a higher Rank, 
and of a liberal and ingenuous Education, to 
be more competent Judges of the Goodneſs and 
Orthodoxy of Clergymen, than the common 
People. And this is what I cannot perceive, 
that you have denied. The whole Force there- 
fore of your - Concluſion, muſt depend upon 
what he had advanced in his Major, which is, 
thats Man does well who meekly attends the Mi- 
niſtry of a good, able, orthodox Miniſter, by whom- 


forever provided; from whence you have drawn 


this Concluſion, Therefore the People ought not 
to judge for themſelves in theſe Maiters, but meekly 
to ſubmit to the Determination of the King, Lord 
Chancellor, Biſhops, &c. But this is a Conclu- 
fion, which can in no wiſe be juſtly deduced 
from Mr. White's Propoſition : Becauſe, there 
certainly is a very material Difference between 
ſaying, a Man does well in doing a Thing, and 
that he ought to do it; there being ſeveral Of- 
fices of Life, which a Perſon may very pro- 
perly be ſaid to do very well in doing, though 
there be no Sort of Obligation upon him for it. 
Neither yet is ſuch a Submiſſion ar all required 
of the People in our Church : And this is evi- 
dent from hence ; becauſe, in the firſt Place, 
| the 
(a) 3 Letter, p. 75. () 2 Letter, p. 9, 10. 
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the greateſt Caution is uſed in it, with regard 
both to the Doctrine and Morals of thoſe who 
come for holy Orders, before they are admitted 
to them; the ſame is again repeated, before 
they can get Inſtitution to any Benefice with 
Cure of Souls, Let then a Perſon be preſented 
ro a Living by the King, Lord Chancellor, 
Biſhops, or whomſoever elſe ; yet, if he be not 
truely Orthodox, and brings not proper Teſti- 
monials of his good Behaviour, he cannot gain 
Admittance to it. Hence we ſee, that all pro- 
per Care is taken concerning the Orthodoxy. 
and Worthineſs of thoſe who are admitted to 
parochial Cures. So that it is not left to Pa- 
trons to determine what is Orthodox or not; 
neither is it expected from the People, to ſub= 
mit meckly to what they determine in theſe Mat= 
ters, ſuppoſing they ſhould take upon them to 
do it. But ſecondly, if, notwithſtanding this 
Precaution, any heterodox and unworthy Mi- 
niſter ſhould find Means of getting in (as no 
human Foreſight can ſufficiently guard againſt 
the Arts and Contrivances of diſhoneſt and de- 
ſigning Men) yet, ſo far are the People from 
not being allowed to judge for themſelves, that 
if they find him preaching any heretical Doc- 
trine, or notoriouſly ſcandalous in his moral 
Character, they have then Liberty to en in; 
and if their Complaints are properly preferred, 
and duely ſupported, they will not fail of hav- 
ing that unworthy Perſon removed from among them. 
By this Time, you may poſlibly perceive, 
that what you call @ maſt excellent Doctrine 
to promote Popery in Spain, Mahometiſm in 
Turkey, Paganiſm in Japan, does not at all 
flow from Mr. White's Principles, nor from 


what 
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what is required of the People, in theſe Matters 


by our Church; but is merely the Creature ot 
that erraneous Conſequence you yourſelf have 
drawn from them. | 

As to the Queſtion you put concerning . the 


FProteſtants of France, whether they have an- 


« warrantably and wickedly withdrawn from the 
4 Mizifters, which the King, and Biſhops, had 
«© ſet over them?” Since you do not like the 
Anſwer Mr. Mbite has given, I ſhall only ob- 
ſerve, that it will be Time enough to find you 
another, when you have proved your own Caſe 


and theirs to be parallel; that is, when you 


have proved the Church of England, both in its 
Doctrine and its Diſcipline, to be equally cor- 
rupt with the Church of Rome, and that it re- 
quires Things as impious and abſurd, to be 
both believed and practiſed by its Members, as 
that did of them: For till this be done, what 
they did can be nothing to your Purpoſe. 

But laſtly, to Mr. Vhite's having urged that, 
according to your Syſtem, the Minority of a 
Pariſh are bound ta ſubmit 'ta the Choice of the 
Majority ; ſo if theſe happen to chuſe a Popiſb 
Prieſt for their Paſtor, thoſe are obliged to receive 
him as ſuch : You Anſwer, that it is an Ab- 
« ſurdity that cannot be charged upon your 
<« Principles and Reaſoning, there being not a 
4 Syllable in your Letter favouring ſuch a 
< Submiſſion ; but it expreſsly claims and 
« maintains the Right of every Man to judge 
„ and chuſe for himſelf (a).“ But, however 
expreſsly you maintain this Right of the 
People in your Writings, Mr. bite has 
ſhewn, that it is often manifeſtly infringed in 

your 


| (a) 3 Letter, p. 76. 


. LS 
your Practice: And indeed, it muſt many 
imes neceſſarily. be ſo ; becauſe, otherwile, i 
would be morally impoſſible to keep your Con 
regations together. For let a Vacancy; be 
ſuppoſed in any of your Churches, upon the 
Death of the Miniſter, or other Cauſe, ſor Which 
two, three, Adder Competitors may offer 
themſelves, each ſupported by a different Party; 
now, according to your Principles, each Party 
muſt have a Right to adhere to the Miniſter it 
votes for ; and if it pleaſts to divide from 
others, the ſame may be done again in theft 
ſmaller Diviſions, till they divide ſo long, that 
they come to nothing For you know who; 
faid,: if 4 Houſe be divided againſt ieſelf, that 
277% 
Having now conſidered every Reaſon and 


every Authority alledged by you, in Support of 
the Peoples Right to chuſe their FE hy ors, 


and evineed it, Lhope, not to have been by divine 
Appointment, I come to your XIth Section, 
which is to prove, P 


1 ; 


cube Burial. Office and Athanafian Creed weſt 
apparently inconſiſtent, and #epugnant ro aach uber 
But as I have conſidered this Objection in my 
Remarks upon your VIth, I ſhall paſs it over; 
as I ſhould have done by your XIlth, which 
has for its Title, The Scottiſh. Preſtyterian Eſta- 
bliſhment vindicated, (my Deſign being not to 
interfere with what is done by other 5 0 | 
but only to vindicate the Practice of our own) 
had it not been for one Aſſertion, wherein our 
Church is concerned; the Validity of which, I 
muſt beg leave to conſider, before I go on to 
your XIIIth. You 


(a) Mark iii. 25. 


_ 
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Tou ſay, that the very Canons of the Church 
„ of England, to which we have ſworn Obe- 


.« dience, 8 the Church of Scotland, 
Ch 


to be a true Siſter Church; commanding all 
* its Clergy to pray for the Churches of England, 
% Scotland, and Ireland, as Parts of Chriſt's 
«© holy Catbolick Church, which is diſperſed throug b- 
< out the World.” And then you add, Note, 
* the Church of Scotland, when theſe Canons 
% were made, was Preſbyterian as it is now.“ 


In Anſwer to which, I obſerve, that Rapin in- 


forms us (a), there were Biſhops in Scot- 
land, at the Time the Church of Scotland was 

ut into our Lvth Canon, though, indeed, di- 
velted of all eccleſiaſtical Authority and Juriſ- 
diction ; but then they were diveſted, by the 
Authority of the Kirk only, without the Conſent 
or Concurrence of the Legiſlature; for he owns, 
that Biſhops were never directly ſet aſide by the 
Authority of the Legiſlature of that King- 
dom (3); now, it not being the Doctrine of our 
Biſtiops and Clergy,” that the Ypirirual Rulers 
of any Church, whether they conkiſt of Biſhops 
and Cloray, as with us, or of Miniſters and 
ruling Elders, as with you, have Authority to 
reform the Church of any Nation, without the 
Approbation and Concurrence of the Legiſla- 


ture of the People, they might have looked upon 


the Deprivation of the Biſhops, and. Alteration 
of the Church of Scotland, from an epiſcopal 
to a preſbyterian Form, not to have been made 
by a due and legal Authority ; and, conſequently, 
might ſtill have deemed that Church Epiſcopal, 

eee edn ang. | not- 


(e) Tindal's Tranſl. Vol. II. p. 289. Col. 1. (5) Ditto, 
p. 298. | 
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notwithſtanding the Change that had been made 
in it by the Authority of the Kirk only. Be- 
ſides, it is not improbable, but that King 
James I. (in the firſt Year of whoſe. Reign 
our Canons were made) had given Archbi 
Bancroft Aſſurance, that he would reſtore Biſho 
to their eccleſiaſtical Power in that Church, . as 
ſoon as poſſibly he could; for there had been 
a Correſpendence between them, during the 
Decline of Queen Elizabeth's Life; and, by 
the Influence of that Archbiſhop's Counſel, it 
is ſuppoſed, thoſe Acts were ' paſſed in Scot- 
land, ſome few Years before that King left it, 
which were thought apparently deſigned to pave 
the Way for the Reſtoration of Epilcopacy, and 
whereby he was indeed inabled to do it (a): 
For theſe Reaſons, therefore, the Church of 
Scotland might have been inſerted very conſiſt- 
ently in our Lvth Canon, to be prayed for with 
the Churches of England and Jreland, without 
being eſteemed as truely preſoyterian as it is not; 
but, on the contrary, a true Siſter Church, though 
at that Time: labouring under ſome undue and 
illegal Reſtraints. This is what I had to ſay to 
your Aſſertion, that when the Church of Scot- 
land was put into our Lyth Canon, it was Preſ- 


byterian as it is now. I proceed, therefore, to 
Section XIII. which is, 


Of the Churches Authority in Controverſies of Faith. 


This, in your firſt Letter, you are pleaſed to 
turn into Matters of Faith, and Points. of Faith. 
Whether you had any meaning in your ſo doing 
or not, you yourſelf beſt know; however, you 

| | ought 
(a) Heylin's Hiſt, of Preſb. p. 355+ | 
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belongs to no Powers 
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ought to have kept ſtrictly to the Letter of the 
Article: Becauſe Matters of Faith and Points 
of | Faith are Expreſſions of greater Latitude 
than | Controverfies of Faith ; and may lead a 


prejudiced and unwary Reader to imagine, that 


our Church aſſumed” an Authority to make a 
Thing a Matter of Faith, or a Point of Faith, 
vrhich was not made ſuch by the holy Scrip- 
tures; which is what it never once pretends to 
claim; and is, indeed, an Authority which 
upon Earth, whether ec- 
eleſiaſtical or civil. But to return. What is 
meant by the Churches having Autbority in Con- 
troverfies of Faith, is only this, that when any 
Doubt or Diſpute ariſes concerning any Article 
of Faith, the Deciſions of the | ſpiritual Rulers 
of the Church are to be ſubmitted to, and not 
the Judgment and Opinions of private Men; 
and where Perſons will ſtill continue refractory 


and contentious, there the civil Magiſtrate is 
to interpoſe, and require them to be ſubmiſſive, 


or at leaſt ſilent, by the Force of temporal Pe- 


nalties (4), which the ſpiritual Part of the Chutch 


had no Right to injoin. And without ſome 
ſuch Authority in the Church, How would it 
be poſſible to keep up Unity of Doctrine, or, 
indeed, any Unity at all in it? Are Men to be 
left at Liberty to ſet up private Opinion againſt 
private Opinion; and to diſpute and wrangle 
on without End; to the continual Vexation of 
the Peaceable, and to the perverting of weak 
and unſtable Minds? The Authors of the Vin- 
dication of the Preſbyterial Government and 
Miniſtry, who thought themſelves, no doubt, 
very competent Judges in this Matter, ſaw the 

| | Neceſlicy 


(a) Baxte's Holy Comm. Wealth, Theſis 236. 


— 
Neceſſity for this Power's being in the Church, 
and laid as ſtrong a Claim to it, as ever the 
Church of England can: For, writing againſt 
ſome Sectaries of their Time, who maintained 
that the Chriſtian Magiſtrate was the Fountain 
and Original of Church Government; among ſome 
other Reaſons againſt it, they offer this as one, viz. 
becauſe this Aſſertion (that is, that the Chriſtian 
Magiſtrate is the Fountain and Original of 
Church Government) denteth an intrinfical Power 
to the Church to preſerve itſelf in Unity, to purge 
out ſpiritual Defilements, and to take Care for its 
own Preſervation, - againſt Church-deſtroying Ene- 
mies and Iniquities (a). Now, how can the Church 
keep itſelf in Unity; how can it purge out 
ſpiritual  Defilements , and take Care for its own 
Preſervation againſt Church-deſtroying Enemies 
and Iniquities; without having this very Au- 
thority in Controverſies of 'Faith ? And in whom 
is this Authority lodged ? - Why, undoubtedly, 
according to them, in thoſe whom in Page 4 
they have endeavoured to prove to be firſtly and 
eſpecially the Church, that is, their Miniſters 
and ruling Elders. Hence you ſee, that, even 
in the Opinion of your own Party, ſuch an 
Authority ought to be in the Church. And if 
ſo, if what has been ſaid upon your ninth Sec- 
tion, concerning the Ordination of your Mini- 
ſters, has any Weight, our Biſhops and Clergy 
muſt have a much better Claim to it, than your 
Miniſters and ruling Elders can pretend to. 
But you ſay, that if this Authority be in the 
Church, the Reformation cannot be juſtified : For 
the Church of Rome ſurely had it before the Church 
of England ; even at N Time the Reformation 


Was 


ta) P. 10, 11. 
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was made; conſequently, the firſt Reformers were 
guilty of great Petulancy and eccleſiaſtical Rebellion, 
in refuſing to ſubmit to the Church's ſolemn Deter- 
minations concerning Image Worſhip, Tranſubſtan- 
tiation, &c. and in proudly ſetting up their own 
private Opinions againſs the authoritative Deciſions 
of their eccleſiaſtical Superiours, to whom they 
owed Submiſſion, and whom they ought to have 
obeyed (a). But pray, Sir, Where do you find, 
that we of the Church of Exgland have ever 
owned the Church of Rome to be the Church, 
in the Senſe you have here inſinuated, to the 
Deciſions of which all other Churches ought to 
ſubmit: and obey ? Which is what you ſhould 
have made appear, and that too in the plaineſt 
Manner, before your Argument, in this Place, 
againſt our Reformation, ought to be allowed 
to have any Weight at all. That the Church 
of Rome, as 2 national Church, had this Au- 
thority, and ſtill has, as well as all other na- 
tional Churches, is undeniably true ; and had 
it gone no further, no other Church would 
have had any Thing to do with it : But when 
the Biſhop of that Church began to ſet himſelf 
up as univerſal Paſtor over the Church of Chriſt, 
and, as ſuch, ro extend his Authority, very 
unjuſtly, over all other Churches; this was, 
undoubtedly, an unſcriptural Uſurpation ; and 
conſequently, it could not have been any petu- 
lancy or eccleſiaſtical Rebellion, in our firſt Re- 
formers, to take. the firſt Opportunity, to free 
themſelves from an illegal and unſcriptural 
Uſurpation. And upon this Conſideration, I 
hope, the Reformation of our Church may be 
truely juſtified, without giving up its Claim to 

| this 

(a) 3 Letter, p. 85. 
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this Authority, which would only ſerve to ren- 
der it liable to be torn to Pieces, by Hereticks 
and Schiſmaticks of all Denominations, that 
hitherto have, or may hereafter, take Occaſion, 
from thence, to ſet themſelves up in it. 

You ſay, moreover, that this Claim of our 
Church, is an unanſwerable Argument in Favour 
of Popery. But to whom can it be ſuch an un- 
anſwerable Argument in Favour of Popery, but 
to thoſe, who look upon the Church of Rome 
to be the Church, as you, in the foregoing 
Quotation, have been pleaſed to call it? But 
this is a Point the. Church of England, ever 
ſince the Reformation, has diſputed with it; 
and does maintain, that, from Right or Reaſon 
either, that Church can have no more Autho- 
rity over the Church of England, than the Church 
of England over that; that is, in Reality, none 
at all. And, I believe, that whoever yields up 
this Point, that is, that the Church of Rome 1s 
the Church, does give a much more unanſwer- 
able Argument, in Favour of Popery, than 
the Church of England does, by this Claim. 
For if that Church be granted to be the Church, 
to which all others owe Submiſſion and Obe- 
dience, it would be able, more readily, to de- 
duce its Claim to Authority in Controverſies of 
Faith, and alſo, to our Obedience to its ſolemn 
Determinations concerning Image Worſhip, 
Tranſubſtantiation, and what not, than from 
the Church of - England's aſſerting this Autho- 
rity in Controverſies of Faith to be in the 
Church (but no more in the Church of Rome 
than in any other national Church) to prove 
the Church of Rome to be that Church, to 
whoſe Determinations all other Churches ought 

3 to 
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to ſubmit. And if there have been ſome few, 
who have miſtaken the Senſe of our XXth Ar- 
ticle to their own Perverſion, (for you muſt ex- 
cuſe me, if I cannot help thinking you greatly 
out, when you talk of Thouſands) what won- 
der would it be, when there are not wanting 
"thoſe, who wreſt even the holy Scriptures to 
their own Deſtruction ? - Yet I muſt obſerve, 
that if there have been any ſuch, it can only 
have been thoſe, who, as you have done, have 
taken the Church of Rome to be the Church in 
the higheſt Senſe: I ſay, as you have done; 
For if any one will carefully peruſe the Argu- 
ment, in the foregoing Quotation, whereby you 
would prove the Reformation to be unjuſtifiable, 
he will find the whole Strength of it to reſt 
ſolely and intirely upon your ſuppoſing that 
Church to be the Church in ſo high a Senſe, that 
all Departure from it muſt be unlawful. 

You conclude this Paragraph with ſaying, 
© Nor can all the Learning or Wit of the whole 
« Clergy of the Land withſtand the Force of 
<« a ſingle Jeſuit, let him be armed with, and 
<< wield ſkilfully, this dangerous Weapon, the 
«© XXth Article of our Church.” I am ſur- 
prized that a Gentleman, who does not ſeem to 
want Senſe, ſhould make ſuch a Mountain 
of this Molehill; for were the meaneſt Cler- 
gyman in capacity, of this Nation, only to re- 
quire the acuteſt Jeſuit of them all to prove his 
Church to be the Church to which all other 
Churches ought to ſubmit; and to ſhew, in 
any Part of the holy Scripture, that either 
Jeſus Chriſt himſelf, or his Apoſtles, have ever 
to much as once intimated that there was to be 
one [univerſal Paſtor over the Church upon 
| 1 Earth : 
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Earth; or, if they had, to prove, that the Biſho 
of Rome was to be that Paſtor; 1 fancy this, 
which you call ſo dangerous a: Weapon in the 
Hands of a Jeſuit, were he able to wield it 
ever ſo ſkilfully, would be effectually wreſted 
out of them. For if he be not able to prove 
theſe Points, as, I think I may venture to 
ſay, I am ſure he can not; what Advantage 
can poſſibly be drawn, from our X X th Article, 
in Favour of Popery, or the Authority of the 
Church of Rome, any more than of, any other 
national Church whatever? What I mean by a 
national Church 1s, that when: the Biſhops and 
Clergy of any Nation have met and agreed u 
ſuch a Form of Doctrine, as is clearly deducible 
trom the holy Scripture z and ſuch a Manner 
of divine Worſhip, as, without contradict- 
ing any known Rule thereof, is moſt agreeable 
to the Conſtitution or Genius of any People; 
and when theſe have been aſſented to and eſta- 
bliſhed by the People in their Legiſlative Capa- 
city; then thoſe Biſhops Clergy and People, 
collectively, make up one compleat national 
Church; and every Church, ſo conſtituted, is 
truely a Member of the, holy Catholick Church; 
and a Number of ſuch Members compleat the 
whole, united under one and the ſame Head in 
Heaven, Jeſus Chriſt the great Biſhop of Souls: 
And whether to have the Doctrine of the Church, 
as contained in the holy Scripture, thus drawn 
up by thoſe, who have made the Study of them 
the Buſineſs of their Lives, even the Biſhops 
and Paſtors thereof, and then ſet forth, by their 
and the civil Authority, for the Direction of 
the Peoples Judgment, be not a more likely 
Means to 3 Unity, Peace and Edi- 
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fication; than to leave them, without any ſuch 
Direction at all, 0 be carried to and fro with 
every Blaſt of Doctrine, by the cunning Craftineſs 
of thoſe, who continually lie in wait to deceive, 
I need only leave it to every candid and judi- 
cious Reader to decide; nay, and I might 
add, 'whether it be not the beſt Means too to 
preſerve them from Popery, ſeemingly ſo much 
dreaded by you, into which Mr. Baxter has 


declared,” that Thouſands had been driven, or con- 
firmed in it, by your looſe and dividing Principles; 
for which he has given this Reaſon, becauſe, 


t bytheOdium and Scorn of our Diſagreements, 
% Inconſiftencies, and multiplied Sects, they 
„ (that is the Papiſts) will perſuade People, 
„ that we muſt come for Unity to them, or 
1c elfe run mad, and crumble into Duſt and 
4 Individuals ;* and has added, that he was 
* perſuaded, that all Arguments elſe in Bellarmin, 
* and all other Books that ever were written, 
* have not done ſo much to make Papiſts in 
England, as the Multitude of Sects among 
© ourſelves (a).“ Now this Multitude of Sects 
has been the Fruit of ſuch Principles as yours; - 
and therefore, if what Mr. Baxter has ſaid be 
true, who was a very warm and zealous Writer 


againſt the Church of England; whether you, 


by advancing ſuch Principles as neceſſarily tend 
to divide the People and multiply Sects among 
them, or our Church, in claiming ſuch an Au- 
thority in Controverſies of Faith as may ſerve to 


keep them together in Unity of Doctrine, be 


molt likely to promote the Cauſe of Popery, 
I ſhall leave to yourſelf ſeriouſly and impartially 
X . 11 00 


(a) Stilling fleets Unreaſonableneſs of Separation, Preface, 
p. 28, 29, 
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to confider; and proceed to the laſt Thing 1 
have to take Notice of before I have done with 
this Section. | 
You argue, moreover, that, ** to-whomſo- 
ever God gives Authority in Controverſies of 
Faith he gives alſo Infallibility inconteſtibly 
appears hence, viz. that elſe a Man might 
really have Authority from the God of Truth 
to lead Men into Error; he might have a 
« Power, a Right, from Heaven to ſeduce and 
* decieve. The Abſurdity of which glares at 
c firſt View, and need no further to be ex- 
<< poſed.” But are there, Sir, no Degrees in 
Authority with you? Mult it always neceſſarily 
be abſolute ? Now, if the Authority meant in 
our XXth Article be not abſolute, there is cer- 
tainly no need of Infallibility to direct the Uſe 
of it. But that an abſolute Authority was not 
intended in that Article, is manifeſt from that 
which immediately precedes, and that which 
immediately follows itz for in the XIXth, 
the Churches of Hieruſalem, Alexandria, Antioch, 
and Rome alſo, are declared to bave erred,' not 
only in their Living and Manner of Ceremonies, 
but alſo in Matters of Faith; and in the XXIft 
it is ſaid, that even general Councils may err, and 
ſometimes have erred, in Things pertaining to God : 
From whence it is concluded, that Things or- 
dained by them as neceſſary to Salvation, have 
neither Strength nor Authority, unleſs it may be 
declared, that they be taken out of holy Scripture : 
The Compilers, therefore, of our Articles did 
not write, upon this Occaſion, like thoſe, who 
deemed the Authority in Controverſies of Faith, 
declared to be in the Church, in our XXth 
Article, to be an abſolute Authority, which re- 
L 4 . quired 
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quired Infallibility to direct it, and which was, 
upon all Occaſions, implicitly to be ſubmitted 


to; but rather like thoſe, who maintained, that 
the Expoſition of the ſpiritual Governours of 
the Church, concerning any controverted Point 
of the Chriſtian Doctrine, ought to have ſo 


much Weight and Authority, as to ſatisfy the 


Minds of the People, and to keep the Church 


in Unity and Peace. But I ballen. to your 
XIVth and laſt Section, 


& the Poſture in which our Lord and his Apof- 


tles eat the Jacramental Supper. 


| In ſpeaking of which you fay, in the firſt 


Place, that it is molt certain, that they eat 


it in their T able-Geſture, whatever that was; 


it was the Geſture, in which they were wont 
to take their Food at Meals. This is all we 
* need to know, to juſtify our Practice: Our 


Lord and his Apoſtles took the Sacrament in 
« an cating, not in an adoring Poſture. Let 


« no Man then think himſelt wiſer; or pre- 
«© tend, that he can take it in a more humble, 
* gevout, and fitter Poſture than they.“ That 
our Saviour knew what Poſture. was fitteſt for 
this Purpoſe no Man can deny; and ſo did 
God undoubtedly know, in what Poſture it was 
meeteſt for the People of 1/rae! to celebrate their 


Paſſover, when he ordered them tos eat it with 
their Loins girded, their Shoes on their Feet, and 
their Staff in their Hand, and to eat it in Haſte (a): 

Here we find the Manner, in which the Jews were 


to eat the Paſſover, to have been expreſsly ap- 


.Pologed oh God himſelf, 1 yet, be it ob- 


r ſerved, 
5. (a) Exod. X11, 11. 
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| ſerved, is more than the Poſture, in which the 
Diſciples were to receive the ſacramental Sup- 
per, ever was by Chriſt) and yet the Jewiſh 
Church took the Libety to alter it for their 
common Table-Geſturez and ſo far were th 
from being reproved for it by our bleſſed Savi- 
our, that he was pleaſed to conform unto it 
himſelf. Had the Jewiſh Church then the 
Power to change the Manner, in which they 
were ſo expreſsly ordered by God himſelf to 
eat the Paſſover, without being reproved for it 
by him, who undoubtedly had the juſteſt Au- 
thority to do it; and ſhall not the Chriſtian 
Church have the Liberty, even where no- Poſ- 
ture has been appointed, to order that which 
ſhall ſeem moſt fit and proper for receiving the 
Lord's Supper? Shall it be allowable for Per- 
ſons to receive but temporal Favours from an 
earthly Sovereign, in a kneeling. Poſture z and 
ſhall it be eſteemed unlawful for them to com- 
me morate the greateſt Bleſſing, and to receive 
ſpiritual Food and Suſtenance for their immortal 
Souls from the great King of Heaven, in one 
ſo devout and humble ? The Abſurdity of which 
(to uſe your own Words upon another Occa- 
ſion) glares at firſt View, and needs no further to 
be expoſed. | | 
After this you diſplay your Learning, in 
order to prove that fitting was the more ancient 
Poſture, Now, admitting this to be true, yet, 
What would it be to your Purpoſe ? Since the 
Queſtion is not about what was the Poſture 
more anciently in uſe, but what it was in our 
Saviour's Time. But your Authorities, only 
tend to ſhew, what was the Cuſtom of the more 
weſtern Parts of the World; whereas, in the 


Eaſtern, 
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Eaſtern, there is very great Reaſon for believing 
it to have been quite otherwiſe; and that the 
recumbent Poſture was very anciently in uſe 
among the Jews ; for, in the Book of Exzekzel, 
who propheſied about the Beginning of the 
Babyloniſh Captivity, the Propheteſſes, who 
propbęſied out of their own Heart, are compared 
to thoſe zwho ſewed Pillows to all Arm-holes (a); 
now, as theſe Propheteſſes ſeem to have adapted 
their Propheſies to the Humour and Inclination 
of the People they had to deal with, ſo they, 
who ſewed Pillows to all Arm-holes, made 
them ſo as to ſuit the Stature of every one who 
was to make uſe of them, that he might lie 
more commodious and eaſy; for if a Perſon 
with a long Arm had been to have had a low 
Pillow, the Weight of his Body muſt frequently 
have lain too much upon the Elbow; and if 
one with a ſhort Arm was to have had a high 
Pillow, the Weight of his Body muſt have lain 
altogether upon it, without his being able to 
relieve himſelf by reſting ſometimes upon his 
Elbow ; ' the Prophet then ſeems plainly to 
have had the recumbent Poſture in View in 
this Place; and if fo, it is not improbable, that 
it was in common uſe long before, even as high 
as, if not even higher than, the Time in which 
Homer himſelf is ſuppoſed to have wrote; who 
is the moſt ancient Writer of thoſe, you have 
taken your Authorities from : For it is not to 
be ſuppoſed, that the Prophet would have taken 
an Alluſion from a Cuſtom but little known, 
or juſt then introduced. And ſo much for the 
Antiquity of the recumbent Poſture among the 
Jews, I ſhall now prove, and that from irre- 

fragable 
(a) Ezekiel xiu, 17, 18. 


* 


\ 
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fragable Authority, that it was alſo in eommon 
uſe among them, at their ordinary Meals, even 
in our Saviour's Time. St. Luke tells us, that, 
as our Saviour ſat at Meat in a Phariſee's Houſe, 
a Woman brought an Alabaſter Box of Ointment, 
and ſtood at his Feet behind bim Weeping, and be- 
gan to waſh his Feet with Tears, and did wipe 
them with the Hair of her Head, and kiſſed his 
Feet, and anointed them with the Ointment (a); 
which would have been utterly impoſſible for 
her to have done, had he ſat at Table with his 
Feet dependent, as the modern Table-Geſture 
is, and had he not been in a recumbent Poſture, 
with his Feet upon a Bed; wherefore this 
ſingle Inſtance proves, almoſt to a Demonſtra- 
tion, that the common Table-Geſture of the 
Jews, in our Saviour's Time, muſt have been 
recumbent ; and therefore, let Dr. Lightfoot's 
Authority, which you think ought not raſhly 
to be attacked, be as great as it will, yet, if he 
had ſaid (which however, in your Quotationfrom 
him, is what he does not appear to have ſaid) 
that the Recumbent was not the Tahle - Geſture 
of the Jews, in our Saviour's Time, but that 
they ſat at Table in the Manner you do, when 
you receive the Sacrament of the Lord's Sup- 
per, I might boldly venture to affirm, that he 
was miſtaken : Nay, moreover, that this very 
Poſture was uſed by our Saviour himſelf, in 
celebrating his laſt Supper, is clearly to be in- 
ferred from St. Jobn's being ſaid to have leaned 
at it in our Saviour's Boſom; which Arch- 
biſhop Potter (b), Mr. Godwyn (c), and Mr. 

| Baſil 


(a) Ch. vii. 37, 38. (5) Arch. Graec. 2 Vol. 
p. 377. (c) Rites of the ancient Hebr. p. 93. 
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Bal Kennet (a) (Perſons, each of whoſe Autho- 
rity may, without offence, I hope, be ſet againſt 
Dr. Lightfoot's) account for by the recumbent 
Poſture. If then your changing the recumbent 
Poſture, which ſo evidently appears to have 
been uſed by our Saviour at his laſt Supper, 
into a ſitting one, is of any Advantage to our 
Side, in the Controverſy between us; it muſt, 
you ſee, bear againſt you ſtill, with all its 
Force, notwithſtanding all that you have writ, 
in order to remove it. F460 
I cannot leave this Section, without taking 
Notice of a ſmall Piece of Miſrepreſentation you 
have been guilty of: Not that it, in the leaſt, 
concerns the Argument in Hand; but only to 
clear Mr. Mbite from an Abſurdity, you have 
very diſingenuouſly endeavoured to fix upon 
him. You quote him, as telling you, hat the 
Poſture was lying down or along; and yet, juſt 
after, that it was with the upper Part of the 
Body ere, and that he adviſes you to try how 
conveniently a Man may eat and- drink in that 
Poſture: And then you ſcoffingly add; But 
to lay my Body down or along, and yet keep 
its upper Parts erect, is a Poſition ſo ex- 
< traordinary, that, without the Help of ſome 
« Poſture Maſter, or your further good In- 
« ſtructions, I deſpair of ever compaſſing ſo 
« arduous. a Point.” But, in the foregoing 
Quotation, you have dealt very unfairly, in 
omitting ſome Words, which would have ex- 
ce his Meaning, and ſhewed it to have 

en quite otherwiſe than you have repreſented 
it. His own Words are theſe; ** And in this 

« Poſture, with upper Parts of the Body erect, 

8 ; 3... 66 1 
(a) Antiquit. of Rome, p. 369. 
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* jn the Manner above deſcribed, they might eat 
„ mighty well, and drink alſo conveniently 
* enough, as this Gentleman may be ſatisfied, 
« if he will only try it” By thoſe Words, in 
the Manner above deſcribed, he plainly refers'to 
What he had been ſaying, throughout the whole 
Note, from whence your Quotation was taken, 
which was to prove, that, in the recumbent 
Poſture, whilſt a Perſon lay down, or alon 
upon a Bed, the upper Part of his Body was 
raiſed, by a Pillow, or ſomething elſe, for his 
Convenience and Eaſe : Wherefore, whatever 
ere? may, ſtrictly ſpeaking, ſignify; yet, li- 
mitted as it was by thoſe Words, in the Manner 
above deſcribed, which you have left out, it 
lainly ſhews Mr. }/hite's Meaning not to have 
— ſo abſurd, as to adviſe you, or any one 


elſe, to try to lie along and ſit upright at the 
ſame Time. 


The CONCLUSION. 


I have now, Sir, followed you through every 
Section of your third Letter, wherein the Church 
of England was concerned ; and, I hope, I 
have made it appear, that your Objections a- 
gainſt it are really owing to Miſtake or Miſre- 
preſentation. And if the Church of England 
is a true Member of the truely Catholick Church, 
notwithſtanding what you have writ to prove 
the contrary, your Separation from it muſt be 
unwarrantable: Thus the Authors of the Vindi- 
cation of the Preſbyterial Government and Miniſtry 
have declared, that he that doth unwarrantly ſe- 
parate from a true Church, 'is truely guilty of 
- Schiſm (a): Now Schiſm is a Sin of fo heinous 

: a Nature, 
(a) Vindication, &c. p. 137. 
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a Nature, that it behoves every one, who lies 
under the leaſt Imputation of it, moſt ſtrictly 
and impartially to examine into the Grounds 
and Reaſons of his own Conduct. Such a 
Scrutiny, is what I would ſeriouſly recommend 
to you and your Brethren; and, if I were pe- 
tulantly given, it ſhould be too in your own 


Words; don't be afraid of Truth: Truth 


© will never hurt you; it is a moſt innocent and 
« lovely Thing; it may rob you of ſome Emo- 
& luments and Poſſeſſions of a worldly Nature; 
& but be aſſured it will give you /omething more 
& ſubſtantial in their Stead (a). Whether theſe 
Words were directed peculiarly to Mr. Vite. 
or whether through his Side you made a Thruſt 
at the.whole Clergy of this Church, I will not 
take upon me to lay; however this was, I am 
ſure they carry ſuch a Reflection with them, as 
can never be reconciled with Chriſtian Charity, 
or even with common Decency: For how could 
you have reflected more uncharitably, or more 
vilely, upon any Man, or Body of Men, than 
by ſuggeſting, that they were capable of ſecre- 


ting a moit important Truth, and of living in 


open Defiance of it, and conſequently againſt 
the Convictions of their own Conſciences, and 
all for the Sake of ſome Emoluments and Poſſe/- 


ions of a worldly Nature? But if worldly Emo- 


luments muſt be ſuppoſed to have an Influence 
upon either Party; all Things conſidered, the 
Probability may poſſibly be found to be much 


greater, why they ſhould work more forcibly 


upon the Miniſters of Diſſenting Congregations, 


than upon the Clergy of the Church of England: 


For, were all the Clergy of the Church of Eng- 
5 | | land 
(a) 3 Letter, p. 12, 13. 
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land to give up the preſent Eſtabliſnment, and 
to declare unanimouſly for Preſbytery, they 
would have no Reaſon to apprehend, that they 
| ſhould be ſtript of their all; becauſe, it is not 
to be ſuppoſed, that they would wantonly and 
cauſeleſsly be turned out of the Livings they 
now enjoy, only to make Room for others, 
with whom they would then be of the ſame 
Opinion; but it would be quite otherwiſe with 
diſſenting Miniſters ; for, were they unanimouſly 
to-give up the Cauſe of Preſbytery, and to de- 
clare for the. preſent Eſtabliſhment, (unleſs they 
had independant Fortunes of their own) their 
All would be at Stake; there being no Fund, 
out of which even a bare Competency might 
be afforded them, neither could they expect to 
be ſupported any longer by the voluntary 
Contributions of their People. For theſe Rea- 
ſons, J believe, it will be granted, that the 
Probability, why diſſenting Miniſters ſnould be 
influenced, by worldly Motives, to keep u 
their Separation, is greater, than that the Clergy 
of the Church of England ſhould be ſwayed by 
them to adhere to the preſent Eſtabliſhment ; 
and conſequently, ſuch Reflections might be 
made, with a much better Grace, againſt thoſe 
than againſt theſe. But, for my own Part, I 
freely acknowledge, all Inſinuations and Re- 
flections of this Nature to be very unjuſtifiable 
and unchriſtian : For what has any one to do 
to judge of the Conſciences of others, or to 
pretend to dive into the ſecret Motives of their 
Actions, when 70 their own Maſter only, even. 
Jeſus Chriſt, they ſtand or fall; who alone 
knows the Secrets of their Hearts, and will moft 
certainly judge them according thereto, in that 


Day 
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Ney which' God has appointed. In that Day it 
will undoubtedly appear, who ſerved the Lord 


out of pure Conſcience, , and who upon worldly 
Conſiderations. Wherefore, leaving this tothe 
Diſcovery of that great and awful Day, and 
taking it for granted, that we, each of us, in 
the mean Time, act from a full Perſuaſion that 


we are in the Right, (yet ſince, where People 


differ ſo very widely as we do, one ſide or the 
other muſt neceſſarily be in the Wrong) I ſhall 


conclude, with that excellent Petition of our 
Litany, - That it may pleaſe God to bring into the 
Way ef Truth all ſuch as have erred and are de- 


ceived : And, I hope, there are none, who 
profeſs and call themſelves Chriſtians, of what 
Denomination ſoever they be, and who, as ſuch, 
are, or at leaſt ought to be, ſincerely concerned 


for the Unity, Peace, and Proſperity of the 


Church, but will heartily.join, and ſay, We 
beſeech thee to bear us good Lard, 
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Page 10, line Þ before Civil for a, read the. P. 13, 
J. 26, after find, dele ſeeing. P. zo. 1. 9, for XVII, read 
VII. Ibid. I. 17, after Sacramental Teſt begins the Sec- 
tion, Of our Conſtitution in Church and State. P. 45, 
1. 21; for would, read could. P. 119, 1. ult. before very 
read as. P. 120, I. 28, for yet read which. P. 135, that 
Section which begins, What makes this Teſtimony of St. 


Jerome, &c. ſhould have been placed at the Bottom of p. 
437. by way of Note, to be read after People, 1. 11. 
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